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ABSTRACT 

This study of the role of television in the 
presentation and cultivation of pub." ; c conceptions of science and 
technology investigated these issues; (1) the types of representation 
and information about scientists, science, and technology that are 
embedded in television programs; (2) types of images and beliefs 
about science that television tends to cultivate in different groups 
of viewers; (3) levels of scientific interest and information 
associated with television watching in different grout j of viewers; 
(4) public policy conceptions and attitudes toward science cultivated 
by television; and (5) how the reading of science magazines and 
viewing of science documentaries modify television's contributions to 
conceptions of science. A message system analysis performed on a 
sample of prime-time dramatic programs broadcast between 1973 and 
1983 revealed that, if medicine is included, the images of science 
and technology appear in 7 out of every 10 of these programs, and 
that, in addition to news and occasional documentaries, the average 
prime-time viewer will see 11 doctors and one or two other scientists 
each week. The results of a national telephone survey of adults 
(N«l,$43) indicate that heavy watchers of television have less 
favorable attitudes toward science than those who watch television 
less, especially in groups whose light viewers are the most favorable 
(such as those who went to college); television viewing is associated 
with a less positive adults (N-1,643) view of scientists and new 
technologies; and heavy viewers show more willingness to place 
restrictions on science and evidence the opinion that scientists are 
odd and peculiar. While television appears to inhibit interest in 
science among the best informed, it also reduced the amount the most 
interested think they know. A list of references is provided, as well 
as extensive appendices, which contain 40 data tables, 23 figures, a 
description of the research methodology, and a sample survey 
instrument. (JB) 
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TELEVISION ENTERTAINMENT AND VIEWERS 1 CONCEPTIONS OF SCIENCE 



Television releases the most widely shared stream of messages and 
images about science (and most other things) into the mainstream of 
common consciousness. These images, mostly fiotional, make 
significant, systematic, and steady contributions to public conceptions 
about soienoe, scientists, technology, and related issues. 

What are these contributions? How are they related to conceptions 
held by different groups and cultivated by different media, inoludlng 
scienoe magazines and documentaries? Our two-year study addressed 
these questions. We shall present the results against a background of 
historic paradoxes and the research that preceded our study. 



CULTURAL CONTEXT 



We live in a "scientific 11 and even "information" age; yet, only 
one in ten adults can provide a "minimally acceptable" definition of 
the meaning of scientific study and nearly half of all adult Americans 
think that astrology is "very" or "sort of" scientific (Miller, 1983). 
Solent* fit* Aflflriflftfl publisher Gerard Piel has declared that "Human Want 
is Obsolete; 1 yet, human want stalks large parts of the earth on 
a scale not known in recorded history. The most advanced nations 
threaten humanity with universal annihilation. 



1. The Saturday Review T June 27, 1954, Vol. 36, No. 11. 
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New science magazines cater to increasing interest in science. 
But the giant conglomerate Procter & Gamble has abandoned its 
103*- year-old trademart , an art~deco style face of the "man on the 
moon, " after spending over $100 million in a vain attempt to dispel 
rumors that it was the mark of the Devil promoting Satan worship.^ 

These contrasts and contradictions are but recent extensions of 
historic disjunctions. Tb«y are parts of an organic pattern of 
imbalances and tensions that characterize science and its technological 
applications. 

Science it a way of thinking and communicating that can both 
liberate and dominate. It can confer power on those who use it and 
devastate those who can't. Its images and symbols inspire feelings of 
confidence and apprehension, authority and resistance, control and 
being controlled. Rationality and madness, realism and fantasy, and 
the sensible as well as the occult invoke symbols of science. 

Communicators whc deal with such ambivalences do not have a simple 
task. The popular "market" for science (in contrast to specialized 
users who know what they need) is a mixture of great expectations and 
fears, utilitarian interests and curiosities, and ancient prejudices 
and superstitions. Mass media appeal to all of these. 

The media segments the market by class and interest. The 
principal class factors, income and education, channel most uses and 
benefits, but also realistic apprehensions, to the upper stratum. 



2. An address by Jon Miller to the conference on "Science and the 
Media," The Annenberg School of Communications, University of 
Pennsylvania, October 23, 1984. 

3. See e.g., Newsweek, May 6, 1985, p. 56. 
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Interest determines whether one seeks information or only encounters it 
in the course of entertainment. 

Soience journalism caters mostly to the upscale information 
seeker. The field is dominated ty a few dozen veteran reporters and 
their favorite soientist oontacts and sources (Dunwoody, 1960). 
Although soience news makes up only 1 percent of all news (puzzles and 
horoscopes claim three times as much) (Nunn, 1 979) f soience publishing 
boomed in the late 1970 'a. 

Publishers had reason to be optismistio. "After all, 9 ' the trade 

paper Advertising Age reported, "the nation's 2b *J 40-year-olds — 

that high-profile demographio — had been reared on spaoe walks, 

friendly oomputers, and organ transplants. As a group they were mostly 

well-educated and had a more than passing interest in the problems of 

li 

pollution, fuel shortages, and things nuclear. " However, organ 
transplants, space walks, and things nuclear also gave rise to visions 
of new horrors. The science establishment meshed with the industrial 
and military in the minds of many critics. Much reporting, including 
the views of dissident scientists, reflected their misgivings and 
prompted the President's science advisor to charge that "the press is 
trying to tear down America" and that "it is skewed toward an apparent 
Joy in attacking anything that resembles the 'establishment 1 ." ^ 

Being well-informed in an adversary context was found to result in 
being more wary and critical. The controversies about fluoridation and 

4. Advertising Agfl., October 18, 1984, p. 28. 

5. Jifl*. IfiEk IlofiAi February 23, 1985. 
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nuclear power were analyzed as reflecting a pattern of initial hope 
turning to fear not only of the risks involved but also of being 
manipulated and losing oontrol. New bursts of collective apprehension 
energized by media stories about asbestos, animal experimentation, and 
pollutants in the air, food, and water also fueled anxieties about 
unrestrained soience and technology (see, e.g., Cronbolm and Sandell, 
1981). 

These our rents mingled with the traditional streams of alarmist 
sensationalism and obscurant! am designed mostly for those who hold the 
"miracles" and terrors of soienoe in almost religious awe, as well as 
for those who never had much use for or enjoyed its benefits and have 
always looked at it with suspicion and mistrust. MaoDougall's book, 
Superstition gjtfi £h£ £C£AA, details how newspapers report doomsday 
propheoies, exoroism, sea serpents and monsters, psyohics, faith 
healers, gurus, subliminal persuasion, creationism, UFO's, and 
paeudo-soientif io cults and practices of all kinds. 

This is the cultural context in which television plays its pivotal 
and pervasive role. Unlike other media, television is used relatively 
nonseleotively by the entire community. The set is on in the typical 
Amerioan heme for an average of 7 hours e&ch day. Generations are born 
into its symbolio environment and live out their lives exposed to its 
patterns. These patterns provide an abundance of information, mostly 
through what is usually called entertainment, to all viewers, including 
those who seek no information. Television reaohes the previously 
unreachable with a uniform message, quickly and continuously. 

In order to attract and sell the largest number of people at the 
least oost to the advertiser (the source of broadcaster income), 
television must cultivate the most oommon interests, hopes, and fears 




of the largest groups of viewers. These imperatives define the role 
and channel the functions of television in our society. How do they, 
shape its contributions to public conceptions of science? Before 
presenting our answers to that question, we shall describe the research 
that delineated our tasks and paved the way for our study, 

PREVIOUS RESEARCH 

Most Americans encounter science and technology most often on 
television. These encounters are rarely with scientists, educators, or 
even through science programs (such as NOVA) • Most of it comes in the 
form of entertainment. Yet little research has been devoted to 
information about science and technology in television entertainment 
and how television viewing is related to scientific knowledge and 
conceptions. 

Media-related research about "science" has focused primarily upon 
news and newspapers and been concerned with the degree of accuracy in 
reporting soience news items, ^ Researchers have also documented 
the importance of mass media as sources of information about science 
(Ubell, 1963; Wade and Schramm, 1969). Kreighbaum (1959) noted that 
reader enjoyment increases when the article presents and discusses 
facts rather than theories, focuses upon specifics rather than 
generalities, and has a human interest component, 

6 • Estimates of the accuracy of the coverage given to specific 
scientific issues and controversies range from low (Tankard and 
Ryan, 197*; Pulford, 1976) to moderate (Tiohenor, AtflL. , 1970) to 
high (Shaw and VanNevel, 1967; O'Keefe, 1970), Many of these 
studies are reviewed by Cronholm and Sandell, 1981), 
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There has also been concern with assessing the impaot of soience 
reporting, especially In light of the finding that most people do not 
aot upon scientific information they may read about (Robinson, 1963). 
For example, few people change smoking habits or begin to use seat 
belts as a result of reading reports published in newspapers and/o** 
magazines. As with studies dealing with news accuracy, hints about the 
impaot of science news on public opinion and understanding generally 
come frco studies which focus upon specific events *>r discoveries 
(e.g., Friedman, 1 981 ; Pf und and flofstadter, 1981; Shepherd, 1981.) 

Of course, media influence may extend beyond public understanding 
(or misunderstanding) of science " to affect the very boundaries and 
scope of ... policy" (Pfund and Hofstadter, 1981). Even the sheer 
quantity of media attention may affect attitudes. Mazur (1981) claims 
that an inm*ease in media coverage of a scientific technology leads to 
an increase in public opposition. As coverage wanes, opposition 
declines. For example, opposition to nuclear power ebbed and flowed in 
olose correspondence with the quantity of media ooverage of the Three 
Mile Island accident. 

Again, most of this research deals with relatively isolated e/ents 
or issues, in the context of news reporting. But science news makes up 
a nail percentage of all news (Nunn, 1979; Cronholm and Sendall, 
1981). Furthermore, studies of scienoe coverage in the media conducted 
over decades have consistently revealed that most magazine stories are 
about biology (Hopkins, 1925; Searle, 1926; Koelsche and Morgan, 1964) 
and that, in general, media soience coverage tends to be health-related 
(Finley and Cladwall, 1923; Shaw and Van Nevel, 1967; Sherburne, 
1963; Lwis, 1977). 
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Few researchers have investigated the image of science in mass 
media entertainment. Comstock and Tully ( 1 981 ) analyzed the portrayal 
of "innovation 11 — defined as "invention, experimentation, research, 
design, development 11 — in a sample of films produced between 1939 and 
1976. They found such "i* icvation" in less than four percent of the 
films, but a clear pattern emerged. Innovation was marked by 
benevolent motives, and was usually suooesesful; but almost half the 
time, it had negative consequences on people (especially the innovators 
themselves) or on society. Sherburne (1963) found six peroent of all 
prime- time programming specifically fooused on science, with 
three-quarters focusing upon medicine and psychology. 

None of this research links media representations with people's 
conceptions. In previous studies we have found that television makes 
specific and measurable contributions to people's assumptions and 
actions relating to violence, mistrust, and alienation (Gerbner, et 
4L , 1978, 1979, 1980b); sex-role stereotypes (Signorielli, 1979; Gross 
and Jeffries-Fox, 1978; Gross and Morgan, 1985); aging and older people 
(Gerbuer, j>£ aL. , 1980d); health-related conceptions and practices 
(Gerbner, £t aL., 1982); sex (Gerbner, 1980); the family (Gerbner, £t 
.&L., 1980a); occupational stereotypes and aspirations (Jeffries-Fox and 
Signorielli, 1979* *«>rgan and Gross, 1982); religion (Gerbner, & iL. 9 
1984); and political orientations (Gerbner, .staL., 1982). 

These studies have led to the development of the conceptual and 
empirical framework for this research. Briefly, this theory holds that 
widespread exposure to television uay blur conceptual differences 
deriving from other influences, resulting in a blending of the outlooks 
of heavy viewers into a relatively homogeneous "mainstream 11 
perspective. 

n 
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"Mainstr earning" was evident in a pilot study for this research 
(Gerbner, & &L-» 1980c). Heavy television viewing was associated with 
lower levels of confidence in the scientific community among those who 
were, as light viewers, most favorably disposed to science: the better 
educated, younger, and more affluent respondents. 

Comparable results have been found among adolescents. ^ We 
coded, into two categories, responses to an open-ended question asking, 
"What job would you like to have when you are out cf school and working 
full time?" One category consisted of occupations relating to science 
and technology, and the other was made up of ail other 
occupations. Both at the jULft time, and over time, adolescent heavy 
viewers were significantly Isaa likely to choose a science- related job, 
even after controlling for IQ, sex, gr*de in school, and social class. 

Even more striking is the way the longitudinal rctLationrfiip varies 
across different groups. While the longitudinal relationship holds up 
overall after controls (beta « -.15, p<.05), there is a significant 
interaction with IQ (partial x -.12, p<.05). This mean* that 
television's negative effect on choosing a science- related job a year 



7. Our cultivation analysis data archives include several 

cross- sectional samples and longitudinal panels of adolescents (6th 
through 9th graders) attending a public school in aurbur in/rural 
New Jersey. Cross- sectional sample sizes range from 335 to 649; 
for the two-year panel providing the results referred to here, 
N«347. 

8. Over three years, 374 different jobs were given, of which 41 (11 
percent) were coded as "scienoe- related. " Overall, about seven or 
eight percent of students gave soienoe-related answers. Typical 
examples are biologist, aerodynamics, geneticists, astronaut, 
nuolear engineer, "work at NASA. 91 and physicist. 
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later is particularly strong among those with higher IQ's, even after 

controls are applied for sex, age, residual variance in IQ, and earlier 
g 

career plans. 

Finally, there is an even stronger interaction between earlier 
viewing and earlier plans (partial » -.34, p<.001) on subsequent 
science- related aspirations. This means that television's independent 
impaot on adolescents 1 tendency to shy away from a science- related 
career is strongest of all among those who, a year earlier, had 
expressed the desire for a science- related oooupation. The 
specifications for both early plans and IQ level ahow mainstream ing in 
a longitudinal context; the pspi rations of heavy viewers who were 
predisposed toward a soience career converge over time with those 
groups who are not interested in science as a profession. 

In extending these findings, the research reported here provides a 
more systematic and comprehensive account. Our study consisted of two 
phases — a detailed content analysis and a viewer survey ataut 
scienoe, technology, and media use. The first involved a systematic 
investigation of the messages embedded in the content of a sample of 
prime-time netwrrk dramatic television programs. A description of the 
message system analysis in Appendix III explains sampling procedures 
and the method of coding and ascertaining the reliability of the 



9* When earlier plans are partialled out of later plans, the latter 
reflect "new inforriation" or "change" in plans for a science 
career; when the demographics are also removed, later plans 
represent change which is not attributable to either earlier plans 
or baolcgr"' nd factors. For medium and high IQ students, earlier 
viewing level significantly predicts that "change" (r^-.26 and 
-.21, respectively; both p<«01). For low IQ students, r=.03 
(n.s.) . 
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observations. Appendix III also describes the national probability 
telephone survey of over 1 ,600 viewers conducted to ascertain 
television's cultivation of conceptions of science, technology, and 
related subjects, 

SCIENCE ON TELEVISION AND ITS LESSONS 

We now turn to the findings of our studty of the role of 
in the presentation and cultivation of public conceptions of 
and technology. The study asked these specific questions: 

1 • What types of representations and information about 
scientists, science, and technology are embedded in 
television programs? 

2. What types of images and beliefs about science does 
television tend to cultivate in different groups 
of viewers? 

3. What levels of scientific interest and information are 
associated with television watching in different 
groups of viewers? 

4. Wnat public policy conception and atU^udes toward 
science are cultivated by television? 

5. Hew does the reading of science magazines and viewing 

of science docunentariea modify, if at all, television's 
contributions to conceptions of science? 

In this section we shall summarize the results of the message 
system analysis ("What Viewers See 11 ) and of the cultivation analysis 
("What Viewers Think and Do"). The data on which these descriptions 
are based oan be found in Tables 1*40, all in Appendix I. Selected 
findings are depicted graphically in Figures 1-23, all in Appendix II. 



television 
science 
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What Viewers See 

If we include medicine (as most of our respondents do), the images 
of science and technology appear in 7 out of every 10 prime- cime 
dramatic programs. In addition to news and occasional doounentarieo, 
the average prime-time viewer will see 11 doctors and one or two other 
scientists each week. 

Soienoe and technology dominate all programs set iu the future and 
are most likely to be featured in fast-moving globe-trotting adventure 
(See Table 1) • Television doctors are among the most valued characters 
in prime-time, but other scientists, while still positively presented, 
have a greater share of ambivalent and troublesome portrayals. They 
are a bit older and "stranger" than other professionals; and more of 
them are of foreign (non-U.S.) nationality. For every villainous 
("bad") scientist in a major role there are 5 who are virtuous 
("good"). But, for every "bad" doctor, 19 are "good," and for every 
"bad" law-enforcer, HO are "good." (Detailed comparisons of characters 
will be found in Tables 2-14.) 

This relative flaw in the aggregate image of television scientists 
is also refleoted in their sucoess rate. For every scientist in a 
major role who fails, 2 suooeed. But for every doctor who fails, 5 
sucoeed, and for every law-enforcer who fails 8 succeed. One reason 
for the higher rate of failure might be that abc * 5 percent of 
scientists kill someone and 10 percent get killed. That is the highest 
casualty rate of all occupational groups on television, including the 
army, police, and private investigators. It is even higher (li| 
percent) among male scientists. 
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A roll oall of major characters includes a Dr. Zayes, the Minister 
of Science on a fictional planet; the improbable physicist Dr. Bernard, 
with a dual U.S. and Russian nationality; a Dr. Ludwig von Drake 
"Professor of Human Nature; " electronic inventor Takahasi and forensic 
medico Fugiama; a veterinarian's assistant Gloria Stivicj 
astrogedogist Dr. Leath; a Dr. Jekyll; two computer wizards; a 
paleontologist and a marine biologist; a creator of 
humanoida; researchers into mind-control and the antidote to 
mind-control; experts on terrestrial and undersea wildlife, aroane and 
standard archeology, civil and architectural engineering; and a 
crime-fighting geologist. 

Bizarre and dangerous though it may be, scientific work on 
television is not all bad and certainly not "mad." Scientists were 
rated stronger and smarter than other professionals, and quite 
rational. Of all occupational groups on television, scientists were 
observed as among the least sociable. They were the most likely to 
work alone and to hold Jobs they considered "very important." All in 
all, they presented an image lacking in some respects only in 
comparison to doctors and other professionals than in absolute terms. 
But it is a somewhat foreboding image, touched with a sense of evil, 
trouble, and peril. 
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What Viewers Think and Do 

Are the potential "lessons" of television's world of science 
reflected in the ideas and behaviors of viewers? We turn to the 
question of the relationships between exposure and response. The 
anmers indicate the extent to which television tends to cultivate 
certain orientations among different groups of viewers. Cultivation 
analysis involves the examination of response patterns of viewers, 
controlling for other demographic and media variables. The differences 
between light and heavy viewers (if any), oalled cultivation 
differentials (CD's), indicate whether the amount of viewing makes an 
independent contribution to viewer conceptions. 

First we will describe our sample of respondents and their viewing 
habits. Then we will present the findings of cultivation analysis with 
respect to (1) general orientation toward scienoe and technology, and 
(2) specif io science*- related images, beliefs, and attitudes. 

The nMPondantfl and iAelr us e of nflflja 

Table 15 describes the sample of respondents by amount of viewing 
in several demographio and media categories. We know from prior 
studies that differences in viewing reflect differences in styles and 
conditions of life that directly affect what people think and do. 
Therefore, in order to isolate television's contribution from other 
powerful influences, we need to control for other factors and look at 
differences related to viewing in relatively homogeneous subgroups. 
Those subgroups are noted on Table 15. It shows that amount of viewing 
varies most with social status (eat ation, race, income): the lower the 
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status, the more television dominates leisure time. Those who read 
newspapers and science magazines and watch science documentaries on 
television are represented in all viewing categories. This will help 
compare the relative contributions of nonf ictional science reading and 
viewing to dramatic entertainment. 

Heavy viewers watch more of all kinds of programs (see table 16). 
The relative nonseleotivity of heavy viewers makes it unnecessary to 
determine the specific programs people watch; kuowing the sheer amount 
of viewing is usually sufficient to conolude that the heavy viewer is 
more likely than the light viewer to enoounter almost any kind of 
program. 

When we combine soience reading and viewing to look at those who 
both seek out nonf iction soience and are light viewers of television 
and to compare them to those who do not seek out science but are heavy 
viewers of television, we find that the "seekers" have higher social 
status. They are also much more likely to watch soience dooumentaries 
on television. The others are more likely to absorb information mostly 
from general entertainment. Our task is to examine what they absorb, 
and to note the special contributions that science information-seeking 
might make to their ideas, as well as to those of the "seekers. • 

We begin with the most general indicators of television's 
contributions to viewer orientations. These are indices combining 
reponses to groups of questions reflecting a common dimension. After 
describing general patterns of orientation toward science and 
technology, we will look at specific images reflected in the replies of 
viewers. These include scientists and their work; the benefits of 
science, its impact on the rate of change; aspects of health and safety 
awareness; beliefs about astrology, faith, and divine control; space 

18 
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exploration and nuclear power; and the likelihood of viewers contacting 
public officials about science. 

Index of orientation towards floienoe 

We combined the responses to five items into a factor-based index 
reflecting general orientations towards science. The items asked 
respondents to agree or disagree with propositions that science makes 
our way of life change too fast; makes our lives healthier, easier and 
more comfortable; breaks down people's ideas of right and wrong; is 
likely to cause more problems than to find solutions; and that the 
growth of science means that a few people could control our lives. 
(See items 6a - 6e in Appendix IV.) 

All items used in the index were recoded so that a positive image 
of science gave a higher score. Ine index (Armor's Theta s .69) ranged 
from 3.24 to 13.28, with a mean score of 8.78, and a median of 9*19. 
We constructed a high vs. low dichotomous version of the index. Table 
18 shows the percents of light, medium, and heavy viewers who have high 
scores on the index, controlling for nine demographic and media 
exposure variables. The larger the percent the greater the proportion 
of the group holding positive orientations toward science. Positive 
Cultivation Differentials (CD's) mean that more heavy than light 
viewers are favorable, and negative CD's mean that fewer heavy than 
light viewers are favorable toward science. Figure 1 illustrates these 
findings. 

Heavy viewers are less likely than light viewers to express 
favorable views about science in response to the questions that 
comprise this index. Consequently, as Table 18 r weals, the CD's are 
negatalve (with only one exception), many are significant, and most are 

19 
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monotonia. The only positive cultivation differential occurs in the 
case of the non-white respondents, the group whose light viewers show 
the lowest proportion of positive images of science in the sample. 
Conversely, the largest negative CD's are seen within those subgroups 
whose light viewers are by far the most positive towards science. 

In other words, exposure to science and technology through 
television entertainment appears to cultivate a generally less 
favorable orientation toward soience, especially among higher status 
groups whose members as light viewers are its greatest supporters. 
Lower status groups have a generally less favorable view of science, 
and television makes little difference for them. Most groups exhibit a 
greater commonality of perspective as heavy than as light viewers. Ve 
call that mainstr earning: a relative commonality of outlooks that 
reflects greater exposure to the common cultural mainstream of 
television, overriding the effects of important background factors. 

Does reading science magazines and watching science doounentarf.es 
on television make a difference? It does. Those who read soience 
magazines or watch science docunentaries (or even just read newspapers) 
are more likely to score high on the index (have a positive 
orientation). Mainstream ing is evident in that the heavy view in? 
science- readers and watchers are still less positive than their light 
viewing counterparts. Seeking out soienoe is a sign of more positive 
orientation, but viewing appears to counter that positive tendency. 

Let us Jim up the pattern that will be repeated, with acme 
variations, in the responses to other questions. The more people watch 
television the less favorable they are about science, especially in 
groups (suoh as those who went to college) whose light viewers are the 
most favorable. Some groups (such as older and lower-status 
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respondents) aro in the less favorable or more critical television 
mainstream. For then, viewing makes little difference or (as among 
non-white respondents) can even cultivate a more positive view. 
Reading and viewing nonf ictional soienoe materials relate to a 
generally more positive orientation toward scienoe bat do not prevent 
erosion of that view among heavy viewers. The cultivation of 
relatively oritioal and negative views and the blending of all views 
into the television mainstream are the usual correlates of viewing. 

Index of orientation towards scientists 

Respondents were asked to agree or disagree that scientists do 
dangerous work; don't get muoh fun out of life; usually don't get 
married; if married, don't spend muoh time with their families; are apt 
to be odd and peouliar; are apt to be foreigners; are not likely to be 
religious; have few interests outside their work; are mainly interested 
in knowledge for its own sake and don 1 1 care much for its practical 
/alue. (See items 16b - 161, Appendix IV.) These item<3 yield a single 
dimension in faotor analysis, and they combine into a reliable index 
(Armor's Theta s .78). The index, which ranges from 7*53 to 21.03, has 
a mean of 13*47 and a median of 13.66. We dichotomized the group at 
the median to isolate the high-sooring (positive) respondents and 
observe their distribution by amounts of viewing. This is shown in 
Table 19, controlling for demographic and media variables. Figure 2 
illustrates these tendencies. 

As before, in most comparisons, television viewing is associated 
with a less positive view of scientists. In no case do heavy viewers 
within a particular group express views that are more positive, 
although in seme instances (those 55 and oloer, non- whites, those with 
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greater interest in religion) heavy and light viewers are equally 
negative; again, groups whose light viewers are the least likely to . 
offer positive views of scientists seem to be most in tune with the 
television mainstream. Reading fcieuce magazines and watching science 
documentaries raise the percentage of positive responses among light 
viewers but again yield to the mainstreamlng pattern. 

Index of orientation fcowarda technology 

We combined the responses from six questions to create a 
factor-based index reflecting orientations towards technological 
innovation. The first of these questions (item i| 9 Appendix IV) noted 
that, "These days, more and more things that people used to do are done 
by machine. Do you think that's a good thing or a bad thing?" The 
other five questions were addressed to specific technological 
developments, each to be labelled by respondents as good, a little of 
both, or bad: computers, industrial robots, electronic bank tellers, 
nuolear power plants, and video games (items 5a,b,d,e,f; Appendix IV). 
These items were found to yield a single factor, and the index shows an 
acceptable reliability (Armor's cheta s .69). The index ranged from 
2.55 to 10.05, with a mean of 6.99. Ihe index scores were further 
dichotomized at the median (6.97) to create a high-low breakdown. The 
distribution of high scores can be seen in Table 20 and Figure 3. 

Overall, and in every subgroup, television viewing is associated 
with a less positive view of the new technologies. In almost all oases 
these negative associations are significant; where they are not, it is 
always in the group least likely to express positive views. 
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Index of views on restraining science 

We created an index f ran four items which were shown by factor 
analysis to reflect a common underlying dimension of desire to plaoe 
restrictions on the activities permitted to scientists. These items 
asked respondents whether they thought scientists should or should not 
be allowed to conduct studies that: could enable people to live to be a 
hundred or more; could allow scientists to create new forms of animal 
and plant life; could discover intelligent beings in outer space; and 
could allow parents to select the sex of their child (items 11a,!*,o,d; 
Appendix IV). The index (Armor's theta = .61) ranges from 1*99 to 
5.42, with a mean of 3.85 (respondents were allowed only one missing 
item). We divided the respondents at the index median (3.99). The 
results are shown in Table 21 and Figure 4. 

The index reveals a consistent relationship to television viewing, 
with heavy viewers showing more willingness to plaoe restrictions on 
science. Mainstreaming is evident in most groups. Among the light 
viewing respondents with some college education, for example, we find 
only 28 percent scoring high on this index, compared with 54 percent of 
the less educated light viewers. This difference of 26 percentage 
points compares with a difference of only 8 points between the heavy 
viewers of the two groups. 

Index of Interest and information 

Does the association of television with less favorable outlooks on 
science and technology stem from a lack of interest or information? We 
oreated two indices to answer that question. Responses to questions 
(see items 2 and 3, Appendix IV) about interest in and being well 
informed about space exploration, new scientific discoveries, new 
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inventions and technology, and energy policy were combined to create 
indices of interest in science and being well informed about science. 
Both indioes had a single underlying dimension (revealed by factor 
analysis) and were reliable (Cronbach's alpha was .56 for the Interest 
in Science Index and Cronbach's alpha was ,65 for the Well Informed 
About Science Index), Both indioes were derived so that the scores 
ranged from 0 to 1, The Interest in Science Index had a mean of .397 
and a median of .250, The Well Informed About Science Index had a mean 
of .147 and a median was .004. Both indioes were dichotomized at the 
median to form a low-high breakdown. 

Nearly half of all respondents, regardless of amounts of viewing, 
score high on the interest index (See Table 22 and Figure 5). Some 
mainstreaming is evident in that viewing cultivates interest in 
science, if at all, only among those who are generally the least 
interested (suoh as older respondents and those who rarely read science 
magazines), but inhibits it among those most interested (like 
nonreligious respondents). 

Table 23 and Figure 6 give the distribution of high scores on the 
index of being veil informed about science. Overall % viewing makes a 
significant negative difference with 39 percent of light but only 32 
peroent of heavy viewers scoring high on the information index. 

Does a laok of interest aooount for the negative relationship 
between viewing and information? Apparently not, but it helps clarify 
it. Table 24 cross-tabulates interest and information scores by 
viewing differences. (See also Figure 7.) Among those with low 
interest 19 peroent see themselves as informed, and viewing makes no 
differ enoe. However, among those with high interest, 60 percent of 
light but only 47 percent of heavy viewers claim to be informed. The 
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results are similar for respondents who say they are well informer 75 
peroent of the light viewers but only 68 peroent of the heavy viewers 
score high on the interest index. Television appears to inhibit 
interest in science among the best informed, but also reduoe how much 
the most interested think they know. 

Soientiata and tholr unnk 

Dramatic images involve characters in action. Wt have reported 
that scientists in the world of television tend to be a bit older, 
stranger, and more ambivalent than most other characters, and lead 
lives that are more isolated and perilous. Are these images reflected 
in the ideas of viewers? 

Respondents were asked to agree or disagree with the propositions 
that scientists are odd and peculiar people; their work is 
dangerous; they have few interests but work; they spend little time 
with their families. (See item 16, Appendix IV.) We also asked then 
to rate the job of a scientist compared to "most other jobs 1 * (item 17). 
Tables 25-29 present the results. Figures 8-12 illustrate selected 
group differences. 

The more people watch television, the more ay think that 
scientists are odd and peculiar. This is especially pronounced among 
males, non-whites, and those who do nc* watch science docunentariea, do 
not reacf science magazines, and have a high interest in religion. The 
cultivation of a sense of danger in science is most striking among the 
higher-status and younger viewers. Heavy viewers in most groups are 
more likely than light viewers to respond that scientists have few 
interests except work and that they spend little time with their 
families. Prediotably, fewer heavy than light viewers believe that 
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soienoe jobs are better than most. 
Pseudo-aaletiQe and religion 

tfe inquired into anti- scientific, pseudo- scientific, and religious 
orientations by asking questions about astrology and by constructing a 
science vs. religion index. Tables 30-32 and Figures 13-15 present the 
results. 

Although more than half of all respondents concede that astrology 
is not scientific (item 35, Appendix IV), ueavy viewers in all groups 
are much less likely to do so. Reading science magazines and watching 
science documentaries do not make much difference. Heavy viewers who 
read science magazines frequently and those who have a high interest in 
religion seem to be particularly prone to believing that astrology is 
scientific. The same configurations can be observed in responses to a 
question about horoscopes. Heavy viewers in every group, but 
especially among those interested in science or religion, are 
significantly more likely to read horoscopes than are the light viewers 
In the same groups (item 34, Appendix IV). 

When it comes to choosing explicitly between science and faith, 
however, group differences reappear and the cultivation of 
anti-scientific orientations becomes weaker. An index of science 
vs. religion was created by combining responses to questions about 
depending upon faith instead of science, believing that the world is 
controlled by God rather than by itself, and saying that science 
courses in public schools should teach only the biblical version of 
creation (versus the theory of evolution or both). (See items 6f, 7, 
and 28; Appendix IV.) Factor analysis revealed a single underlying 
dimension but Cronbaob 1 * alpha was only .49. This index was 
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constructed so the scores ranged from 0 to 1 ; the mean va<s .420 and the 
median was .329. The analysis used the dichotomous version of the 
index. A lew score implies a choice of "science" answers over 
"religion" answers. The results can be seen on Table 32 and Figure 15. 

While the preference for science vs. religion is less strongly 
related to television exposure than is the belief that astrology is 
scientific, viewing tends to reduce the choice for science in most 
groups. Reading science magazines and viewing television documentaries 
make a substantial difference in choosing science, especially among 
light viewers. 

Health and safety 

Drinking and reckless driving are frequent in the world of 
television, yet alcoholism is seldom a problem and car accidents are 
relatively rare. Table 33 shows that although most people oonaider 
alcohol a major health problem (item 29e), heavy viewers are no more 
aware than light viewers of that fact. Table 34 indicates that the 
majority of respondents do not use seat belts (item 30), and that most 
groups of heavy viewers are even less likely to do so. (See also 
Figures 16 and 17.) It may be that alcohol awareness is on such a high 
level that television (and most distinctions) do not affect it. But 
the significant drop in seatoelt use among most groups of heavy viewers 
seems to be an indication that viewing runs counter to awareness of 
automobile jafety. 
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Science - threat or promise? 

The final g»oup of results deals with critical attitudes related 
to science. Does it make life change too fast? Pose more of a threat 
than a promise? What about nuolear energy? Space exploration? 
Citizen responsibility? 

Tables 35->!0 and Figures 18-23 show television's contributions to 
answering these questions. Most groups of he&vy viewers believe that 
science makes life change too fast (item 6a). Viewing also tends to 
enhance anxiety and erode or inhibit appreciation of the benefits of 
science. This is especially significant among groups that are 
otherwise the most supportive, such as college educated and higher 
income persons, and those who read science magazines. 

Although most people disagree that science causes more problems 
than solutions (item 6d), fewer heavy than light viewers do so, and 
again especially in groups otherwise ^ost supportive. One of those 
"problems" may be nuolear power plants: heavy viewers in all subgroups 
are more critical of them (item 5e). Space exploration is also in 
disfavor: almost all groups of heavy viewers would spend less money on 
it (item 9e). And, although few respondents in any group oontaot 
public officials about science (item 33) t heavy viewers in the best 
informed groups are even less likely to do so. 

In sun, prime-time television drama presents a steady stream of 
generally positive images and messages that laok more in comparison to 
other professions than in absolute terms. Nevertheless, they tend to 
reflect and exacerbate public ambivalence and anxiety about science. 

Television's contribution to popular conceptions of science and 
scientists blends with other social and cultural influences into a 
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mainstream that tends to be more critical and negative than the views 
of comparable groups that watch less television. Foreboding images of 
odd and perilous activity seem to heighten fears, strengthen the desire 
for restraints, and inhibit the inclination for science as an 
occupation or an area of public participation, Reading and watching 
documentary urograms about science make a significant positive 
contribution. However, even this does not completely overcome the 
steady cultivation of relatively critical and negative conceptions, 
especially among those who are otherwise the most supportive. 
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in PrlM-Tloa NvtMork Dramatic Pro f ra«a* (1973-1703) 



Ail CUmim 



Ma, or Clamlfxj 



Bciontiot 
Taconlc Ion 
Da c tar 
Ultra a 
Paraaati lc 

Otoar Profaaalonala 
Otwar Malta Collar** 
•lua Collar 
Hill tar a 

Pollca/Prlvata I. 



Bali curiam 

•clantlat 
Taconlc lan 
Doctor 
Nuroo 
Paraaaalc 

Oth ar Profaaaionala 
Otoar Malta Collar** 
•lua Collar 
Military 

Pollco/Prlvoto t. 



Paaala Chi»r^ r , 

8c 1 ant 1 at 

Taclinicion 

Doctor 

Nuroo 

Poroo)o41c 

Oth ar Proraaaionala 
Otoar Whitr Collar** 
• lua Coll- r 
Military 

Pollco/Privato I. 



Yauni 

Mult 



Sottlotf 

Mull 



El««*iu 



N 


Ro«»X 


ColX 


Row* 


CO IX 


Row* 


ColX 


13760 


30.0 


100.0 


73.8 


100.0 


3 0 


100.0 


99 


8. 9 


. 3 


»j 4 


. 9 


9. 1 


.8 


79 


13. 7 


. 4 


87. 3 


. 7 


. 0 


. 0 


419 


9. 9 


. 9 


93.8 


4. 1 


1. 7 


1.9 


199 


18.6 


1. 9 


80.4 


1. 7 


9 


.3 


30 


33. 3 


. 3 


76. 7 


3 


. 0 


.0 


1733 


16. 1 


10. 9 


83. 1 


19. 0 


1. 6 


7.4 


1733 


11. 1 


7. 9 


89. 1 


19. 7 


3 1 


14. 1 


1464 


31. 0 


13. 1 


79.4 


11. 7 


3. 4 


9.3 


974 


33.9 


9. 4 


73. 7 


4. 9 


1. 6 


34 


1976 


7.3 


4. 9 


91.8 


19 4 


. 4 


1.6 



9099 


16.4 


100. 0 


78.3 


100. 0 


3. 


6 


100.0 


44 
69 


4. 9 


. 1 


88. 6 


. 9 


6. 


8 


1.3 


8. 7 


. 4 


91.3 


. 9 




0 


.0 


384 


9. 7 


1. 9 


93.4 


9.0 


1. 


8 


3.0 


4 


.0 


. 0 


100.0 


. 1 




0 


.0 


28 


31. 4 


. 4 


78.6 


. 3 




0 


.0 


1366 


13 6 


11. 9 


84.4 


19. 0 


1. 


8 


9. 7 


1310 


9. 9 


4.4 


91. 1 


19. 9 


3. 


0 


19.3 


1136 


18.0 


13. 6 


78. 9 


13.4 


3. 


4 


11.4 


903 


33. 7 


7. 6 


74. 7 


9. 3 


1. 


6 


3.4 


1474 


6. 9 


6. 4 


93.9 


19.3 




4 


3. 9 



3664 


28. 7 


100. 0 


63.9 


100. 0 


3 


8 


100.0 


19 


30.0 


. 3 


80.0 


. 9 




0 


0 


10 


40.0 


. 4 


60.0 


. 3 




0 


.0 


39 


3.9 


. 1 


97. 1 


1. 9 




0 


. 0 


199 


19.0 


3. 9 


80.0 


6.8 




9 


. 7 


3 


90. 0 


. 1 


90.0 


.0 




0 


.0 


497 


33. 3 


10. 1 


79. 7 


19. 0 


1. 


1 


3.6 


932 


34. 1 


13. 0 


71.3 


16.3 


3. 


3 


13. 1 


338 


31. 1 


10. 0 


69. 1 


9.6 


3. 


4 


9. 7 


73 


31.9 


3. 3 


66. 7 


3. 1 


1. 


4 


. 7 


103 


18.6 


1.8 


80.4 


3.6 




0 


. 0 



IaiAi 



Vouni 
Mult 



Sattlad 



ild.rlu 



N 


nomX 


ColX 


nomX 


ColX 


Row* 


ColX 


3933 


31.0 


100 0 


73 4 


100.0 


3. 8 


100.0 


19 


19. 8 


.6 


78. 9 


8 


9. 3 


1.4 


4 


39. 0 


.3 


79. 0 


.3 


. 0 


.0 


104 


6.7 


13 


89. 4 


9.0 


3 8 


9.7 


33 


9 1 


. 4 


90. 9 


1. 1 


0 


.0 


7 


43.9 


.6 


97. 1 


3 


. 0 


.0 


373 


30.2 


14. 1 


78. 3 


19. 7 


1. 6 


8 6 


374 


13 0 


8. 9 


84. 9 


17 0 


3 3 


17. 1 


173 


33. 9 


10.9 


63 6 


9. 9 


3. 3 


9.7 


103 


19. 7 


3.0 


83. 4 


4. 9 


3 0 


3.9 


377 


11. 1 


7. 9 


88. 3 


17 9 


. 9 


3.9 


1746 


18. 1 


100.0 


76. 7 


100.0 


3. 8 


100. 0 



13 
3 
89 
1 
6 
347 
389 
114 
88 
334 



7. 7 
0 

7.9 
.0 
33. 3 
19.4 

8.8 
39.8 
13. 9 
10.3 



. 3 
.0 
3 3 
.0 
.6 
19.3 
7.9 
10.8 
3. 9 
10.8 



84. 6 
100. 0 

67. 6 
100. 0 

66. 7 
78. 9 

88. 1 

67. 9 

89. 3 
89. 3 



.8 
1 

9.8 
. 1 
.3 
14.6 
18.7 
9. 7 
9.6 
33.3 



«M::oM:.r;"*::r. , .;;::; e :.r.;.{:; r u — » — ■ . • rm 

'oaplogotf. 



7 7 
. 0 
4. 9 
. 0 
. 0 
1. 6 
3. 3 
3. 6 
3. 3 
. 6 



3.0 
.0 
8. 3 
.0 
.0 
8.3 
18.4 
6. 1 
4. 1 
4. 1 



786 


37.4 


100.0 


66. 0 


100. 0 


3. 7 


100. 0 


6 


33. 3 


. 9 


66. 7 


.8 


. 0 


. 0 


3 


90. 0 


. 9 


90. 0 


.3 


. 0 


. 0 


19 


.0 


.0 


100. 0 


3. 9 


0 


.0 


31 


9. 9 


.9 


90. 9 


3. 7 


. 0 


0 


1 


100.0 


. 9 


. 0 


.0 


. 0 


.0 


139. 


31. 6 


13.6 


76. 8 


18. 9 


1. 6 


9. 9 


89 


33.9 


9,3 


73.0 


13. 9 


3. 4 


14.3 


99 


40.7 


11.3 


99. 9 


6.4 


1 7 


4.8 


14 


39. 7 


3.3 


64. 3 


1. 7 


. 0 


. 0 


43 


18.6 


3.7 


81. 4 


6 7 


0 


. 0 



If 



•ftaaory. 

Mn«l*r>. lovarnaant itorkar*. clark*. iKNtarin, «n« th* »•!♦- 
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Teble 4 



Avoreso Chronolofical A|t of Mult Characters in Specific Occupations 
In Priat Tlae Network Dreeutlc Profraaif (1973-1983) 

— All Chinctwi Bam Charactara 

Avoreeo Avaraia 
IflJUI AU Total Aaa 



N 



All Chincttn 12760 

Scientist 99 

Technician 79 

Doctor 419 

Nurse 199 

Paracolic 30 

Othar Professional! 1723 

Othar White Collar* 1732 

•lua Collar 1444 

Military 974 

Police/Private I. 1976 



* NX 

37 29U2 36 

42 19 41 

34 4 34 

42 104 42 

34 22 39 

30 7 30 

38 372 37 
42 374 42 
38 173 36 
34 10a 37 
38 377 32 



Mala ^^rift.r. 9099 

Scientist 44 

Technician 69 

Doctor 364 

Nurse 4 

Pavaaetflc 28 

Othar Professionals 1266 

Othar White Collar* 1210 

Blue Collar 1126 

Military 902 

Police/Private I. 1474 



39 1746 37 

44 t3 49 

39 2 38 

42 89 43 

33 1 28 

30 6 30 

39 247 38 

44 389 43 

39 114 37 

39 86 38 

38 334 39 



Fooiala Charactar^ 3664 34 786 39 

Scientist 19 39 6 31 

Technician 10 28 2 30 

Doctor 39 38 19 37 

Nurse 199 34 21 39 

ParaewJlc 2 28 1 27 

Othar Prafesslonals 497 33 <29 33 

Othar White Cellar* 922 36 89 36 

Blue Cellar 338 34 99 33 

Military 72 29 14 31 

Pallca/Prlvata 1. 102 30 43 39 

* Includes Mnesers* fovornaent workers, clerks* secratariasi an* the 
talf-eaf loyetf. 
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Tab 1* 9 



Rac. «ni Ethnicity of Aiult Charact.rt in Specific Occupations 
in Priw-TlM Notworfe Draaattc Prograat* (1973-1983) 



All Ch« r a,ctari 



All Charmr| grt 

Scltntltt 99 

Technician 79 

Doctor 419 

Nurtt 199 

ParMtllc 30 

Other Profootlonalt 1723 

Othor lAlti Collar** 1732 

■luo Collar 1464 

Military 974 

Polico/Prlvato I. 1976 



Hal* fifcfxi£lm 

Scltntltt 44 

Technician 69 

Doctor 304 

Nuroo 4 

Pareaetflc 20 

Othor Profootlonalt 1246 

Othor 1*1 to Collar** 1210 

■luo Collar 1126 

Military 902 

Pollco/Prlvato 1 1474 



Total Whit* 

N RowX Co IX 
12760 88. 9 IOO. O 



■lad 



RowX ColX 
8.6 100.0 



RowX ColX 
2. 4 100 O 



84. 7 
81. O 

89. 9 
86. 4 
83. 3 
92. 9 

90. 9 

86. 3 
92. O 

87. 1 



.4 
.6 

3. 3 
1. 9 

.2 
14. 1 
13.9 
11.2 

4. 7 
12. 1 



1.7 
8.9 
6.9 

10.6 

10 O 
9. 9 
6.6 

10.4 
6 3 

10. 4 



. 1 
. 6 
2.6 
1. 9 
. 3 
0. 7 
10. 9 
13. 9 
3. 3 
19.0 



10.2 
10. 1 
3. 3 
3.0 
6.7 
1.6 
2. 3 
3.0 
. 9 
2. 9 



2.0 
2 6 
4.6 
20 
. 7 
9.3 
12.9 
14.6 
1 7 
12.9 



2 10O.0 8.6 100.0 2.6 100.0 



81 
89 

79 
82 
92 
90 
86 
92 



. 9 
. 7 
4.3 
.0 
3 

14.6 
13.6 
12. 1 
9.8 
16.0 



2. 3 
7.2 
7. 3 
.0 

10.7 
9. 9 
6.8 

10 9 
6.4 

10.4 



. 1 
.6 
3.6 
. O 
.4 
8.8 
10. 4 
19. O 
4. 1 
19. 9 



6.8 

11.6 
2.6 

29. O 
7. 1 

1. 7 

2. 3 
2. 9 

.8 
2 6 



1. J 
3.4 
4. 3 
. 4 
.9 
9 4 
12 O 
14.2 
1. 7 
16 7 



ftult Chiracttri 3664 B9. 4 100.0 e 4 100. o i 9 100 o 



Scltntltt 19 80.0 

Technician 10 80.0 

Doctor 39 89. 7 

Nor to 1*9 86. 7 

Paraaoilc 2 ioo. o 

Othor Profootlonalt 497 92. 8 

Othor Whlto Collar** 922 91. 4 

■luo Collar 33a 86 7 

Military 72 91! 7 

Pollco/Prlvato 1. 102 89. 2 



.4 
. 2 
.9 
9.2 
. 1 
12.9 
14.6 
8.9 
2.0 
2.8 



.0 
20.0 

2 9 
10.8 
.0 

9.7 

6.3 
10 1 

9.6 
10.8 



. O 
.6 
. 3 

6. 8 
. O 

8. 4 

10. 7 

11. O 
1. 3 
3.6 



20 O 
. O 
11. 4 
2. 6 
. O 

1. 3 

2. 1 

3. 3 
1. 4 

. O 



4 3 

O 
9 8 

7. 2 
.0 
8.7 
19. 9 
19.9 
1.4 
.0 



Hlmoanic 



Hmtnr rhwactifl 



■laefc. 



RowX 


ColX 


N 


RowX 


ColX 


RowX 


ColX 


™ OVA 


VB 1 A 


2 2 


100. 0 


2932 


91. 4 


100 0 


7. 3 


100 0 


8 


100 0 


. 0 


. 0 


19 


84 2 


7 


0 


0 


9 3 


a n 


. 0 


.0 


4 


79. 0 


1 


0 


. 0 


29. 0 


4 8 


. 9 


. 7 


104 


99. 2 


4 3 


3. 8 


2 2 


1 . 0 


a n 


1. 0 


. 7 


22 


99 9 


9 


4. 9 


9 


0 


0 


3. 3 


. 4 


7 


100. 0 


. 3 


. 0 


0 


0 


. 0 


1. 9 


9 3 


372 


99 7 


19. 4 


2. 4 


4 8 


1. 3 


23 8 


2. 1 


12.9 


374 


87 7 


14. 2 


11. 0 


22 0 


l- 3 


23 8 


4. 9 


23.6 


173 


87. 3 


6 9 


12. 1 


U 3 


. 0 


0 


2 3 


4 6 


102 


94 1 


4. 2 


3. 9 


2. 2 


. 0 


0 


1. D 


10. 0 


377 


93 4 


19 2 


9 6 


11 3 


. 8 


14 3 


2. 4 


100.0 


1746 


91. 0 


100. 0 


7. 6 


100 0 


9 


100. 0 


.0 


.0 


13 


76. 9 


. 6 


. 0 


0 


7. 7 


6. 3 


. 0 


.0 


2 


90. 0 


. 1 


. 0 


. 0 


90. 0 


6 3 


. 9 


. 9 


89 


99. 9 


9 4 


4. 9 


3 0 


. 0 


. 0 


. 0 


. 0 


1 


100 0 


1 


. 0 


. 0 


. 0 


0 


3.6 


9 


6 


100. 0 


. 4 


. 0 


. 0 


0 


0 


1. 9 


8.8 


247 


96. 0 


14 9 


2. 0 


3. 8 


1. 6 


29 0 


2 3 


12. 9 


289 


86. 3 


19 9 


12 6 


27 3 


1 1 


18. 8 


4 9 


29. 3 


114 


86.8 


6. 2 


12. 3 


10. 6 


. 0 


.0 


2.2 


9. 1 


88 


94. 3 


9 2 


4. 9 


3. 0 


. 0 


.0 


1. 9 


12. 9 


334 


93. 7 


19. 7 


9. 1 


12. 9 


. 9 


18 8 


1 7 


100 0 


786 


92 2 


100 0 


6. 9 


100 0 


. 6 


100 0 


. 0 


. 0 


6 


IOC 0 


. 8 


0 


0 


. 0 


0 


0 


.0 


2 


100 0 


. 3 


0 


. 0 


. 0 


0 


. 0 


. 0 


19 


93 3 


1. 9 


0 


. 0 


6. 7 


20.0 


1. 0 


3. 2 


21 


99. 2 


2.8 


4 8 


1 9 


. 0 


.0 


. 0 


0 


1 


100. 0 


1 


. 0 


. 0 


. 0 


. 0 


1. 9 


11 1 


129 


99. 2 


16 4 


3.2 


7. 4 


. 8 


20 0 


1. 9 


12 7 


89 


92. 1 


11 3 


9 6 


9. 3 


2 2 


40. 0 


3. 3 


17 9 


99 


88 1 


7. 2 


11. 9 


13 0 


. 0 


0 


2.8 


3.2 


14 


92. 9 


1. 8 


. 0 


. 0 


. 0 


. 0 


. 0 


. 0 


43 


90. 7 


9. 4 


9 3 


7 4 


. 0 


0 



MliPinic . 

RowX ColX 
2 2 100 O 



Il-X-r^^ ° f ct.ro, ..„, or wo.on, within a particular occupation who ar. 

•• tncluioo o»naoort, oovornaont wort.?., clorfct, oocrotarloo, an. tho oolf-o.ployotf 



o 
o 
o 

4 9 

O 

1. 3 

2 4 

3 9 
1 O 

2. 1 



O 

. O 

. o 

1 8 
. O 

9. 1 
16 4 
10 9 

1 8 
14 9 



2 9 100 O 



. O 

. o 
. o 
. o 
o 

1 2 

2 8 
4. 4 
1. 1 
2 4 



. 0 
. 0 
. 0 
. 0 
O 

6 8 
18. 2 
11 4 

2 3 
18 2 



1 4 100 O 



O 
O 
O 
4 8 

O 
1 6 
1 1 

1. 7 
.0 
O 



O 
O 
O 
9. 1 
O 

18. 2 
9. 1 
9 1 
O 
0 
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Tabla 6 



Nationality of Atfulfc Characters in Spacific Occupations 
in Prlao-Tiao Notuorl Dramatic Proiraata (1973-1983) 



All Chlflftl M 

•ctantltt 
Tachnlcian 
Dactar 
Nuraa 
Pavaaatf ic 

Othar Prof ostionalo 
Othar Uhlto Collar** 
■lot Collar 
Mlitar* 

Polica/Prlvata I. 



Bftil Char^ef r. 

■clantiot 
Tachnic ian 
Da c tar 
Muraa 
Paracolic 

Othar Prof aaaionalo 
Othar Whita Collar** 
■lua Collar 
Mlltarv 

Pallca/Privata I. 



It cfcjtta&ifxi 



Scltttttltt 

Tac ante tan 
Doctor 
Nuraa 
Paraaati ic 

Othar Prof otolonalt 
Othor Malta Collar** 
Llua Collar 
til 11 tar* 

Pallca/Privata I. 





All 


Characters 






Total 


U B 


Othar 


N 


Ro»X 


ColX 


nomX 


ColX 


12760 


91. 1 


• 00.0 


67 


100 0 


99 


S3. 3 


. 3 


16. 7 


. 9 


79 


100.0 


. 7 


.0 


.0 


419 


94. 0 


3.4 


3. 9 


1. 7 


199 


99. 9 


1. 9 


1. 1 


. 3 


30 


100. 0 


. 3 


0 


.0 


1723 


94. 9 


14. 9 


4. 1 


8.6 


1732 


91. ■ 


13. 3 


6.8 


13. 4 


1444 


87. 8 


12. 2 


8 7 


16. 6 


974 


64. 4 


2.6 


30. 3 


16. 9 


1976 


97. 0 


11. 4 


2.9 


4.6 


9099 


89. 9 


100. 0 


7.6 


100.0 



Maior Charaetara 



Total 



Othar 



69 
384 
4 
28 
1266 
1210 
1126 
902 
1474 



84.6 

100.0 
«4. 0 
90 0 

100. 0 
99. 7 
91.0 
87. 9 
99. 9 
96. 6 



. 3 
. 8 
4. 4 
. 0 
. 4 
19. 0 
13. 9 
13. n 
3. 1 
19. 1 



19 4 

.0 
4.0 
90.0 
0 
3.6 
7. 1 
9.2 
39. 3 
3.2 



. 7 
.0 
2.2 
. 4 
.0 
6.6 
12. 9 
16. 9 
21. 7 
9. 9 



1664 


93. 6 


100. 0 


4. 7 


100.0 


19 


80.0 


. 3 


20 0 


1. 3 


10 


100.0 


. 9 


.0 


.0 


39 


100.0 


1. 4 


0 


. 0 


199 


100. 0 


9.8 


0 


.0 


2 


100. 0 


. 1 


.0 


0 


497 


93 3 


13. 4 


9. 4 


19. 4 


922 


93. 9 


12.9 


6. 1 


16. 7 


338 


88.7 


10. 1 


7.3 


16. 7 


72 


92. 9 


1. 7 


.0 


.0 


103 


100. 0 


3.6 


.0 


.0 



N 


RowX 


ColX 


RowX 


ColX 


2932 


93. 4 


100. 0 


4. 2 


100. 0 


19 


83. 3 


. 9 


16 7 


2. 3 


4 


100. 0 


. 3 


. 0 


. 0 


104 


97 7 


4. 9 


2 3 


2. 3 


22 


100. 0 


. 8 


. 0 


. 0 


7 


100. 0 


. 1 


. 0 


. 0 


372 


99. 9 


14.6 


2 8 


9.3 


374 


94. 6 


16 6 


2 4 


9. 3 


173 


91. 3 


6.6 


2 9 


4. 7 


102 


80.0 


3. 4 


19 0 


14. 0 


377 


98.4 


12. 9 


1 6 


4. 7 


1746 


92. 9 


100. 0 


4 8 


IOC. 0 


13 


100. 0 


. 6 


0 


. 0 


2 


100. 0 


3 


. 0 


. 0 


89 


97 3 


9 8 


2. 7 


3. 1 


1 


0 


. 0 


. 0 


. 0 


6 


0 


. 0 


. 0 


. 0 


«V r 


QA A. 
"O. O 


1 J. 7 


*. 3 


6. 3 


269 


93 7 


19. 0 


3.2 


12. 9 


114 


87 8 


9.8 


2. 4 


3. 1 


88 


78 1 


4.0 


18.8 


18. 8 


334 


98. 1 


16. 9 


1. 9 


6. 3 


786 


99. 1 


100.0 


3. 1 


too. 0 


6 


90. 0 


3 


90.0 


9. 1 


2 


100.0 


. 3 


.0 


. 0 


19 


100.0 


2. 1 


0 


. 0 


21 


100.0 


2. 4 


0 


. 0 


1 


100.0 


. 3 


0 


. 0 


129 


94.7 


16.2 


3. 9 


18.2 


89 


97.6 


12.0 


.0 


. 0 


99 


96.4 


8. 1 


3.6 


9. 1 


14 


87. 9 


2. 1 


.0 


. 0 


43 


100. 0 


4. 3 


. 0 


0 



!.I««!T.!"I-"^!!'Y! fl ! Ct V" Mrc,Bt of ..->. or mm*, -IthJn . M rttcwLr occupation 

catoforlioo in that contont cotofory. 

** Incluoot »anasor», fovarnaant war I art* Claris* tacratariat, ana tha oalf-anaioyaa. 
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ST COPY AVAILABLE 



Tails 7 



Character Typs for Mult Characters in Specific Occupations 
In Prla»-Ti*)0 Notwort Dramatic Programs* (1973-1983) 



All Chiyattirt 



Major Character* 



Iaifll 



All Characttrt 

8clontltt 
Technician 
Doctor 
Nurt o 
Parana* lc 

Other Profott ionalt 
Other White Collar** 
Slue Collar 
Military 

Police/Private I. 



Cannot 
Cos* 



- mm 



Total 



Cannot 
Cod* 



"Qood" 



null. 



"Bid* 



N 


RowX 


Co IX 


RowX 


ColX 


RowX 


ColX 


RowX 


ColX 


N 


RowX 


Col* 


RowX 


ColX 


RowX 


ColX 


RowX 




12760 


11. 1 


100. 0 


33.0 


100. 0 


49. 


3 


100 0 


10. 


7 


100. 0 


2932 


0 


100. 0 


97. 


1 


100 0 


30 4 


100 0 


12. 9 


100 0 


99 


11. 9 


. 9 


47. 9 


. 7 


33. 


9 


. 3 


6 


8 


. 3 


19 


. 0 


. 0 


47. 


4 


.6 


42. 1 


1. 0 


10 9 


6 


79 


17. 7 


1. 0 


32.9 


. 6 


46. 


8 


6 


2 


9 


. 1 


4 


0 


.0 


90. 


0 


. 1 


. 0 


. 0 


90. 0 


6 


419 


0.6 


2. 9 


92. 7 


9. 3 


34. 


8 


2 9 


3. 


8 


1. 2 


104 


0 


. 0 


72 


1 


9 2 


24 0 


3. 3 


3 8 


1 3 


199 


23.6 


3. 3 


39. 2 


1. * 


39. 


7 


1.4 


1. 


9 


. 2 


22 


0 


0 


77. 


3 


1 2 


13 6 


4 


9 1 


.6 


30 


20.0 


. 4 


63.3 


. 9 


16 


7 


. 1 




0 


0 


7 


0 


0 


89 


7 


4 


14. 3 


1 


. 0 


.0 


1723 


10. 9 


13. 2 


34. 9 


14. 3 


49. 


9 


14. 8 


4 


7 


9 9 


372 


0 


0 


60. 


2 


19 9 


32. 0 


19 9 


7 8 


9.2 


1732 


9. 1 


11. 1 


26. S 


11. 9 


93 


1 


19. 9 


9. 


1 


11 9 


374 


3 


100. 0 


41. 


7 


10 8 


43 0 


20. 9 


19. 0 


17. 7 


1464 


16. 1 


16. 7 


28.6 


9. 9 


90 


8 


12. 9 


4. 


9 


4 8 


173 


0 


. 0 


70 


9 


8 4 


22. 0 


4. 9 


7. 9 


4. 1 


974 


14. 1 


9.7 


31. 4 


4. 3 


49. 


1 


4. 9 


9 


4 


2. 3 


102 


. 0 


. 0 


90. 


0 


3 9 


38. 2 


9. 1 


11 8 


3.8 


197* 


11. 0 


12. 2 


90.6 


19. 0 


39 


9 


9.8 


2 


9 


2 9 


377 


. 0 


. 0 


34 


4 


22.0 


13 9 


6 6 


2. 1 


2 9 



Halo Characters 


9099 


11. 


3 


10O 0 


30. 


9 


100. 0 


44 


7 


100. 0 


8c 1 ant 1st 


44 


13. 


6 


.6 


40. 


9 


. 6 


36 


6 


. 4 


Technic ian 


69 


18. 


8 


1. 3 


31 


9 


. 8 


47. 


8 


.8 


Doctor 


384 


9. 


1 


3 4 


92. 


1 


7 1 


34. 


9 


3. 3 


Nurso 


4 




0 


0 


29. 


0 


. 0 


79 


0 


1 


ParaaMlc 


28 


17. 


9 


. 9 


67 


9 


. 7 


14. 


3 


. 1 


Othor Prof ass* onals 


1266 


12. 


2 


19 1 


32. 


7 


14. 7 


49. 


8 


19. 9 


Othor Whits Collar** 


1210 


8. 


3 


9 7 


26. 


1 


11. 3 


94. 


9 


16.2 


•luo Collar 


1126 


17. 


1 


18.8 


29 


3 


10. 2 


92. 


0 


14. 4 


Military 


502 


13 


7 


6 7 


30. 


3 


9. 4 


90. 


8 


6. 3 


Pollco/Prlvatp I. 


1474 


11 


9 


16. 4 


49 


1 


29. 9 


36. 


6 


13. 3 



13. 1 


100. 0 


1746 


. 0 


100 0 


99. 


6 


100 0 


29. 


4 


100. 0 


19. 0 


100.0 


6.8 


. 3 


13 


0 


. 0 


30 


8 


4 


93 


8 


1. 4 


19. 4 


.8 


1. 4 


. 1 


2 


0 


. 0 


90 


0 


1 




0 


. 0 


90 0 


.4 


3 9 


1. 3 


89 


0 


. 0 


79 


3 


6 9 


21 


3 


3 7 


3. * 


1 1 


. o 


. 0 


1 


0 


0 


100. 


0 


. 1 




0 


0 


. 0 


.0 


. 0 




6 


. 0 


. 0 


100. 


0 


. 6 




0 


. 0 


. 0 


.0 


9. 2 


9. 9 


247 


. 0 


. 0 


97 


9 


14. 7 


33 


6 


16 2 


8. 9 


8.0 


11.2 


11. 3 


289 


0 


0 


38 


9 


11 4 


43 


9 


24 4 


17. 2 


18 7 


9. 9 


9. 2 


114 


0 


. 0 


69 


3 


8 1 


21 


9 


4 9 


8 8 


3.8 


9 2 


2.2 


88 


. 0 


. 0 


90 


0 


4 9 


37 


9 


6. 4 


12 9 


4.2 


2 7 


3. 3 


334 


0 


0 


83 


2 


28 6 


14 


4 


9 4 


2 4 


3 1 



Fosiala Characters 


3664 


10 


3 


100 0 


38.2 


100. 0 


46. 7 


100 C 


8c lsntlsv 


19 


6. 


7 


. 3 


66. 7 


. 7 


20. 0 


. 2 


Tochnlclan 


10 


10. 


0 


. 3 


40.0 


. 3 


40. 0 


. 2 


Doctor 


39 


2. 


9 


. 3 


60.0 


1. 9 


34. 3 


. 7 


Nurso 


199 


24. 


1 


12. 2 


39. 4 


4. 9 


39. 0 


4. 4 


Pare*** 4 c 


2 


90. 


0 


. 3 


.0 


. 0 


90. 0 


. 1 


Othor Prof ossionals 


497 


7. 


0 


0. 3 


41. 1 


13. 4 


46.6 


13. 0 


Othar Whits Collar** 


922 


10. 


9 


14. a 


39. 1 


13. 1 


49.8 


19. 2 


Blus Collar 


336 


12. 


7 


n. i 


39. 3 


9. 9 


44. 7 


9. 2 


Military 


72 


16. 


7 


3. 1 


36.9 


2. 0 


37. 9 


1.6 


Pollco/Prlvato 1. 


102 


3. 


9 


1. 0 


70. 6 


9. 1 


29. 9 


1. 9 



4.6 


100 0 


786 


. t 


100. 0 


60. 


4 


100 0 


32. 6 


100 


0 


6 9 


100 0 


6. 7 


. 6 


6 


. 0 


0 


83. 


3 


1. 1 


16 7 




4 


0 


. 0 


10.0 


. 6 


2 


0 


. 0 


90 


0 


.2 


. 0 




0 


90.0 


1.9 


2.9 


. 6 


19 


0 


. 0 


93. 


3 


1. 7 


40. 0 


2. 


3 


6 7 


1.9 


1. 9 


1.8 


21 


0 


. 0 


76. 


2 


3 4 


14. 3 


1. 


2 


9. 9 


3. 7 


. 0 


0 


1 


0 


. 0 




0 


.0 


100 0 




4 


. 0 


.0 


3. 3 


8 v 


129 


. 0 


. 0 


64! 


8 


17. 1 


28. 6 


14 


1 


6. 4 


14. a 


4.2 


13. 0 


*9 


1 1 


100.0 


90. 


6 


9. 9 


40. 4 


14 


1 


7. 9 


13.0 


1.2 


2. 4 


99 


. 0 


. 0 


72 


9 


9. 1 


22. 0 


9 


1 


9 1 


9 6 


6.9 


3. 0 


14 


. 0 


. 0 


90. 


0 


1 9 


42. 9 


2 


3 


7. 1 


1.9 


.0 


. 0 


43 


. 0 


. 0 


93. 


0 


8. 4 


7. 0 


1 


2 


. 0 


.0 



* Tho row psrcsntafss rofloct ths psrcsnt of all charactorsi aim or soaim within a particular occupation who ara 
categorise* In that contont category. 

•* Includes Managers* government wortors* cloris* socrotarlasi and tha self-employed 



A 3 



Tab It 8 



Succttt of Adult Charactort in Sptclflc Occupations 
in Priw-TiM Network Draaatlc Prograitt* (If 73*1983) 



Total 



All ChaxadlEl 



Cannot 



Succttt 

Cltir 



Sue c too 
BilU 



Baifll Charactin 



Not 



Total 



Cannot 
Cfldl 



Succttt 



Succott 
Hi»*d 



Not 
Succtttful 



All Chiracttrt 12760 

8ciontitt 99 

Technician 79 

Doctor 419 

Norto 199 

Paramedic 30 

Othtr Profottionalt 1733 

Oth or Whita Co 11 art* 1732 

■lut Collar 1464 

Military 974 

Polico/Privato I. 1976 



RowX 


ColX 


Rc>*X 


ColX 


RowX 


ColX 


RowX 


ColX 


N 


RowX 


ColX 


RowX 


ColX 


RowX 


ColX 


RowX 


14. 2 


100. 0 


23. 9 


100. 0 


44.6 


100. 0 


17. 8 


100.0 


2932 


0 


100. 0 


40 


4 


100 o 


41. 9 


100 


0 


18. 0 


13. 6 


4 


28.8 


.6 


33. 9 


. 4 


23. 7 


.6 


19 


. 0 


. 0 


47. 


4 


. 9 


26. 3 




9 


26 3 


22 8 


1. 0 


39. 4 


. 9 


39. 4 


. 9 


6. 3 


. 2 


4 


. 0 


. 0 


so. 


0 


2 


0 




0 


90 0 


13. 1 


3.0 


32. 9 


4.6 


43. 2 


3 2 


10. 7 


2 0 


104 


0 


0 


49 


0 


9 0 


40 4 


4 


0 


10 6 


30. 7 


3. 4 


24.6 


1.6 


38. 7 


1. 4 


6 0 


. 9 


22 


. 0 


. 0 


63 


6 


1. 4 


27 3 




6 


9 1 


33. 3 


.6 


30.0 


. 3 


33. 3 


. 2 


3. 3 


.0 


7 


. 0 


. 0 


89 


7 


. 6 


14 3 




1 


. 0 


12. 9 


11. 9 


27 0 


19. 9 


46. 7 


14 2 


13.8 


10. 9 


372 


0 


. 0 


44 


9 


16. 3 


39 8 


14 


1 


19 3 


13. 1 


12, 9 


22.6 


13. 0 


49. 7 


19. 1 


14. 7 


11. 2 


374 


. 0 


0 


32 


9 


12. 0 


49 9 


17. 


6 


17 6 


\B. 7 


19. 1 


20.4 


9. 9 


48.0 


12. 4 


12. 9 


8. 3 


173 


0 


. 0 


41 


0 


6 9 


46 8 


7. 


7 


12 1 


*7. 8 


9.6 


24.2 


4.6 


42.0 


4. 2 


16.0 


4. 1 


102 


. 0 


0 


36. 


2 


3. 8 


41 2 


4 


0 


20 6 


14.6 


12. 7 


34.8 


18.3 


41. 1 


SI. 4 


9 9 


6.6 


377 


0 


0 


61. 


0 


22. 9 


31 6 


11 


3 


7 4 



1 1 

. 4 
2. 4 
. 4 
. 0 
12 9 
14 4 
4 6 
4 6 
6 1 



Malt Chwictiri 


9099 


14.2 


:oo. o 


23.2 


100.0 


42.8 


100. 0 


Sclontlot 


44 


19. 9 




9 


31.8 


. 7 


27. 3 


. 3 


Technician 


69 


24. 6 


i. 


3 


34.8 


1. 1 


36.2 


.6 


Doctor 


384 


13. 8 


4. 


1 


33.6 


6. 1 


41. 9 


4. 1 


Norto 


4 


.0 




0 


29.0 


.0 


79.0 


. 1 


Paramedic 


28 


32. 1 




7 


28.6 


. 4 


39. 7 


. 3 


Othtr Profottionalt 


1266 


13. 8 


13. 


6 


26.9 


16. 1 


44.8 


14. 6 


Othtr Whito Collar** 


1210 


11. 3 


10. 


6 


22. 1 


12.6 


48.9 


19. 2 


■lut Collar 


1126 


19. 9 


17. 


1 


19. 4 


10. 4 


46.8 


13. 9 


Military 


902 


17. 9 


7. 


0 


22 1 


9. 3 


42.8 


9. 9 


Police/Private I. 


1474 


19.2 


17. 


4 


33.6 


23. 9 


41.2 


19. 6 


Fosalo Character. 


3664 


14. 2 


100 


0 


24 2 


100.0 


49.0 


100. 0 


Sciontitt 


19 


6. 7 




2 


20.0 


. 3 


93 3 


. 4 


Technician 


10 


10. 0 




2 


40. 0 


. 9 


30.0 


. 2 


Doctor 


39 


9. 7 




4 


29. 7 


1. 0 


97. 1 


1. 1 


Nurtt 


199 


31. 3 


11. 


8 


24.6 


9. 4 


37. 9 


4. 1 


Paramedic 


2 


90.0 




2 


90.0 


. 1 


. 0 


. 0 


Othor Profottionalt 


49T 


8.8 


7. 


7 


27.6 


14. 2 


92. 1 


«3. 3 


Othtr Hhito Collar** 


922 


17. 2 


17. 3 


23.8 


14. 0 


91. 3 


i4. 9 


■lut Collar 


338 


16. 0 


10. 4 


23. 4 


8.9 


92. 1 


9. 8 


Military 


72 


16. 7 


2. 


3 


30.9 


3.2 


36. 1 


1. 4 


Polico/Privato X. 


108 


9.9 


1. 


2 


92.0 


6.0 


39.2 


9.3 



19 8 


100.0 


1746 


. 0 


100 


0 


40 


0 


100. 0 


39 9 


100 


0 


20 1 


100 


0 


29. 0 


.6 


13 


. 0 




0 


93. 


8 


1. 0 


19. 4 




3 


30. 8 


1 


1 


4. 3 


. 2 


2 


0 




0 


90 


0 


. 1 


0 




0 


90 0 




3 


10. 7 


2. 3 


89 


0 




0 


90. 


6 


6 4 


39 3 


9 


0 


10 1 


2 


6 


.0 


0 


1 


. 0 




0 




0 


. 0 


100 0 




1 


. 0 




0 


3.6 


. 1 


6 


0 




0 


83. 


3 


. 7 


16. 7 




1 


0 




0 


14. 9 


10. 2 


247 


0 




0 


43 


3 


19. 3 


40. 9 


14 


4 


16 2 


11 


4 


17. 7 


11.9 


289 


. 0 




0 


29. 


9 


12. 0 


91. 9 


21 


3 


18 6 


19 


1 


14. 2 


8. 9 


114 


. 0 




0 


42. 


1 


6. 9 


42 1 


6 


9 


19 8 


9. 


1 


17. 1 


4.8 


88 


. 0 




0 


36. 


4 


4 6 


40 9 


9 


2 


2? 7 


9 


7 


10 0 


8. 2 




. 0 




0 


98. 


1 


27. 8 


33. 9 


16 


1 


e 4 


8 


0 


12.6 


100.0 


786 


1 


100 


0 


41. 


2 


100. 0 


49. 2 


100 


0 


13 9 


100 


0 


20.0 


.6 


6 


. 0 




0 




3 


. v 


90 0 




8 


16 7 




9 


20.0 


. 4 


2 


0 




0 


90. 


0 


. 3 


0 




0 


90. 0 




9 


11.4 


. 9 


19 


. 0 




0 


40. 


0 


1. 9 


46 7 


2. 


0 


13 3 


1 


9 


6. 2 


2.6 


21 


. 0 




0 


66. 


7 


4. 3 


23 8 


1. 


4 


9. 9 


1. 


9 


.0 


.0 


1 


.0 




0 


100. 


0 


. 3 


. 0 




0 


. 0 




0 


11.6 


11. 4 


129 


*.o 




0 


48. 


0 


18. 9 


38.4 


13. 


9 


13 6 


16 


0 


7. 7 


8.6 


89 


. 0 




0 


43. 


8 


12. 0 


41 6 


10 


4 


14 6 


12 


3 


8.6 


6. 3 


99 


.0 




0 


39. 


0 


7. 1 


99. 9 


9 


3 


9 1 


Sc 


8 


8. 3 


1. 3 


14 


. 0 




0 


90. 


0 


2. 2 


42. 9 


1. 


7 


7. 1 




9 


2. 9 


.6 


43 


.0 




0 


83. 


7 


11. 1 


16. 3 


2 


0 


0 




0 



* Tho row ttrcentogoe rtfltct tho torcont of all charactorti *tn< or woatn* within a particular occupation who aro 
categorize* in that content category. 

** Includes aanagtrt, government worfctrt* cltrfct* tecretarieti and tho tolf-oattloyod. 



45 



Ttblt 9 



Violonco CoooUttoo 9y Aoult Choroctort in Bpociftc Occupotic 
In rriM-Tift* Notwort Droaatlc Progroos* (1973-1*83) 



All Ch»r*ft frt 

Sclantist 
Technician 
Doctor 
Nurto 
Paraaotf lc 

Othor Professionals 
Othor Whito Col lor ♦* 
■luo Collar 
miliary 

Polico/Privoto I. 



flail Cfc *^fttrt 

■clontltt 

Technician 

Doctor 

Nurto 

ParaojaOlc 

Othor Professionals 
Othor White Colloroo 
■luo Collar 
Hllltary 

Polico/Privoto t. 



Scientist 

Technician 

Doctor 

Nurto 

Paracolic 

Othor Prof ott tonal t 
Othor White Colloroo 
■luo Collar 
Hllltary 

Polico/Privoto I. 



4 
20 
1246 
1210 
1126 
902 
1474 



19 
10 
39 
109 
2 
497 
923 
330 
72 
108 







All 


Chora 


ct«ri 






Total 


Dots 


Not 


COOMltt 
Nonfatal 


Coojtltt 


N 


RowX 


ColX 


RotfX 


ColX 


RowX 


ColX 


12760 


81. 2 


100.0 


19. 8 


100.0 


3. 0 


100.0 


90 


78. 0 


. 4 


16 9 


. 9 


9. 1 


.8 


79 


96.2 


. 7 


2. 9 


. 1 


1. 3 


3 


419 


93.8 


3.8 


9. 9 


1. 1 


. 7 


.8 


199 


94.0 


1.8 


9.0 


. 9 


1. 0 


. 9 


30 


93. 3 


. 3 


6. 7 


. 1 


. 0 


.0 


1733 


VO. 2 


19 0 


8. 6 


7. 3 


1. 2 


9 4 


1733 


89. 1 


14.9 


8. 7 


7. 4 


2. 2 


9 8 


1464 


88. 3 


12. 9 


10 4 


7. 9 


1. 3 


4 9 


974 


81. 4 


4 9 


19. 0 


4. 3 


3. 7 


9. 4 


1976 


63. 9 


9. 7 


32. 0 


29.0 


4.6 


18.6 


9099 


77. 9 


100.0 


18. 7 


100.0 


3.8 


100.0 



Doot Not 



69 98 



79. 9 
6 
94. 0 
79.0 
93. 9 
90.0 

86. 7 

87. 1 
81. 9 
63.6 



1.0 
9. 1 
.0 
. 4 
16.2 
14.9 
13 9 
9. 8 
13. 3 



18.2 
1. 4 
9. 9 
29.0 
7. 1 
8.8 
10. 2 
113 
19. 1 
31 7 



1 2 

. 1 
. 1 

6. 9 

7. 3 
7. 9 
4. 9 

27. 4 



2. 3 
.0 
. 9 
. 0 
. 0 

1. 3 
3 1 
1. 6 

3. 4 

4. 7 



. 3 
.0 
.6 
.0 
.0 
4.7 
10.8 
9.2 
9.0 
30.4 



3664 90. 3 100. 0 



8. 9 100. 0 



1.2 100.0 



73. 3 
80. 0 
91.4 
94. 4 
100. 0 
90.8 
94.8 
92. 3 
80.6 
61.8 



1*T 
19. 
9. 

1. 
1. 



. 3 
.2 
1. 0 
9.6 
. 1 
9 
0 
4 
8 
9 



13.3 
10.0 
9. 7 
4.6 
.0 
8. 1 
9.0 
7. 4 
13.9 

36. r 



. 6 
. 3 
. 6 
2. 9 
.0 
11. 9 
8. 3 
8.0 
3.3 
11. 9 



13. 3 
10. 0 
2. 9 
1. 0 
.0 
1. 1 
. 2 
. 3 
9. 6 
2.0 



4.4 
2.3 
3.3 
4.4 
.0 
U. 1 
3.3 
3. 3 
8.9 
4.4 



13 
3 
89 
1 
6 
347 
389 
114 
88 
334 



6 
3 
19 
31 
1 

139 
89 
99 
14 
43 



CoOMltl 

Nonfatal 



CoOMlitt 

Fatal 



N 


RowX 


ColX 


RowX 


ColX 


RowX 


ColX 


3933 


98.6 


100.0 


33. 7 


100 0 


8 


7 


100. 0 


19 


43. 1 


. 9 


4? 1 


1 0 


19 


8 


1. 4 


4 


39 0 


. 1 


90. 0 


3 


39 


0 


. 9 


104 


83. 7 


9.9 


14 4 


1 8 


1 


9 


. 9 


33 


81. 8 


1.3 


13. 6 


4 


4 


9 


. 9 


7 


89. 7 


. 4 


14 3 


1 




0 


. 0 


373 


69.9 


17. 9 


36 1 


11 7 


4 


0 


6. 8 


374 


73. 9 


18. 9 


31. 9 


9.9 


4 


9 


7. 7 


173 


66. 9 


7.8 


30. 1 


6 3 


3 


9 


3. 7 


103 


61.8 


4 3 


38 4 


3. 9 


9 


e 


4. 9 


377 


39.7 


6. 9 


60. 9 


37 9 


13 


8 


33. 9 


1746 


93.6 


100 0 


36. 9 


100.0 


10 


9 


100. 0 



36. 9 
90. 0 
84.3 
100.0 
83 3 
66.8 
71. 3 
64.0 
63.6 
34.6 



9 

. 1 
8.3 
1 

. 9 
18 0 
32 1 
7. 9 
6. 1 
8 9 



93. 8 
90. 0 
14 6 
. 0 
16. 7 
28 3 
22. 8 
30 7 
36 1 
60 9 



1 1 
3 

3.0 
.0 
.3 
11.0 
10 3 
9. 9 
3. 6 
31 7 



7. 7 
0 
1 1 
.0 
0 
4.9 
6.0 
9.3 
10 3 
19.0 



. 9 
. 0 
. 8 
. 0 
. O 
6. 3 
8.9 

3. 3 

4. 7 
36. 3 



786 71.8 100.0 34 3 100.0 3 9 100. 0 



90.0 
.0 
80.0 
81. 0 
100.0 
76.0 
80.9 
71.3 
90.0 
34.9 



. 9 
.0 
3. 1 
3.0 
.3 
16.8 
23.8 
7.4 
1.3 
3.7 



16. 7 
90. 0 

13. 3 

14. 3 
. 0 

31. 6 
19. 1 
28. 8 
43. 9 
60. 9 



. 9 
. 9 
10 
1. 6 
.0 
14. 1 
8 9 
8.9 
3. 1 
13 6 



33. 3 
90 0 
6. 7 
4 8 
.0 
3.4 
.0 
.0 
7 1 
4. 7 



6. 9 
3. 3 
3. 3 
3. 3 
. 0 
9. 7 
. 0 
. 0 
3. 3 
6. 9 



""" ,M fv-rn-nt wrl.r,. tin*,, ..cr.t.M... th , „i f -.. Mo ,„«. 
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



BEST COPY AVAlLAbLt 



Taolo 10 

Victimisation of Aoult Characters In Spociflc Occupations 
In Prloe-TlAo Network Dramatic Protraoeo (1973-1983) 



All fiiiajiatlfjii 

Scientist 
Technic lan 
Doc tor 
Nurse 
PuraaoOlc 

Othor Professionals 
Othor Uhlto Collaret 
■ luo Collar 
Military 

Pollco/Prlvato I. 



Total 


Doot 


Not 


uiaum 
8uf f ors 










. Killed 


N 


RowX 


ColX 


RowX 


ColX 


RowX 


ColX 


12760 


77.2 


100. 0 


18. 7 


100. 0 


4. 0 


100. 0 


99 


72. 9 


. 4 


16. 9 


. 4 


10. 2 


1 2 


79 


94 9 


. 8 


3.8 


. 1 


1 3 


2 


419 


92. 1 


3. 9 


6. 7 


1. 2 


t 2 


1. 0 


199 


94. 9 


1. 9 


4. 9 


. 4 


1 0 


. 4 


30 


86. 7 


. 3 


6. 7 


. 1 


6 7 


. 4 


1733 


83 9 


14. 6 


12. 9 


9 3 


3 9 


11.9 


1732 


83. 2 


14. 6 


14. 0 


10. 2 


2 8 


9. 4 


1464 


84.4 


12. 9 


12. 4 


7 6 


3. 1 


9.0 


974 


76.8 


4. 9 


20. 4 


4. 9 


2. 8 


3. 1 


1976 


73. 0 


11. 7 


23.9 


19. 8 


3. 0 


9.4 



BoUttI eharaefro 



Doot Not 

Bwfftr . 



8uf f or» 
Nonfatal 



N 


RowX 


ColX 


RowX 


ColX 


RowX 


ColX 


2932 


99. 9 


100 0 


39 9 


100. 0 


4 2 


100. 0 


19 


47. 4 


. 6 


42. 1 


8 


10 9 


1. 9 


4 


90 0 


1 


90 0 


2 


0 


. 0 


104 


89.6 


6 3 


12 9 


1 3 


1. 9 


1. 9 


22 


72. 7 


1. 1 


27 3 


6 


0 


. 0 


7 


89 7 


. 4 


14. 3 


1 


.0 


. 0 


372 


64 2 


16 9 


33.3 


12. 3 


2. 4 


8. 4 


374 


69 8 


17. 4 


31.6 


11 7 


2 7 


9. 3 


173 


67 6 


8 3 


30 1 


9. 1 


2 3 


3. 7 


102 


94.9 


4 0 


38.2 


3 9 


6 9 


6. 9 


377 


37 4 


10. 0 


99 4 


22 2 


3 2 


11. 2 



Mala Ch*r«r*. M 

8clontlot 
Technic lan 
Doctor 
Nor oo 
Pereooilc 

Othor Professionals 
Othor Uhlto Collar** 
■luo Collar 
Military 

Pollco/Privata I 



9099 


74. 2 


100. 0 


44 


79. 0 


. 9 


69 


97. 1 


1. 0 


384 


91 9 


9. 2 


4 


79. 0 


. 0 


28 


89. 7 


. 4 


1266 


84. 0 


19. 8 


1210 


79. 9 


14. 3 


1126 


83 1 


13. 9 


902 


79 9 


9. 6 


1474 


73 2 


16 0 



21 1 


100. 0 


4. 7 


11. 4 


. 3 


13. 6 


1. 4 


. 1 


1. 4 


7.0 


1. 4 


1. 0 


29. 0 


. 1 


. 0 


7. 1 


. 1 


7. 1 


12.3 


8. 1 


3. 7 


16.9 


10 6 


3.6 


13. 2 


7 8 


3. 6 


20.9 


9 9 


3. 2 


23 9 


18. 1 


3 3 



100.0 1746 

14 13 

2 2 

9 89 

0 i 

9 6 

10. 9 247 

10. 2 289 

9.9 H4 

3 7 88 

HI 334 



90. X 


100. 0 


44 8 


93 8 


. 8 


30.8 


90. 0 


. 1 


90.0 


89 4 


8. 7 


13. 9 


.0 


0 


100. 0 


83. 3 


.6 


16. 7 


61. 9 


17. 9 


39. 2 


61 4 


20.0 


39.8 


63.2 


8.2 


34. 2 


93. 4 


9. 4 


38 6 


39. 9 


13. 7 


60 9 



100 O 9 0 100. 0 



. 9 


19. 4 


2. 3 


. 1 


0 


. 0 


1 9 


1. 1 


1. 1 


. 1 


.0 


. 0 


. 1 


0 


. 0 


11. 1 


2 8 


8. 0 


13. 0 


2.8 


9. 1 


9 0 


2 6 


3. 4 


4 3 


8.0 


8. 0 


29 8 


3 6 


13. 6 



Bclontltt 

Technician 

Doctor 

Nurse 

Pereaoilc 

Othor Professionals 
Othor Uhlto Collar** 
■luo Collar 
Ml 11 tar 'j 

Pollco/Prlvato I. 



3664 


84.9 


100 


0 


19 


66. 7 




3 


10 


80. 0 




3 


39 


94. 3 


1. 


1 


199 


94. 9 


9. 


9 


2 


100. 0 




1 


497 


82. 3 


12. 


1 


922 


91.8 


19. 


4 


338 


88.8 


9. 


6 


72 


83.3 


1. 


9 


103 


70. 6 


2. 


3 



12. 9 


100.0 


2 


2 


33.3 


1. 1 




0 


20.0 


. 4 




0 


2. 9 


. 2 


2. 


9 


4. 1 


1. 7 


1. 


0 


. 0 


.0 




0 


14. 7 


14. 1 


3. 


1 


7. 9 


8. 2 




8 


9.8 


7. 0 


1. 


9 


16. 7 


2. 9 




0 


29. 4 


6. 3 




0 



100.0 786 

0 6 

0 2 

13 19 

2.9 21 

O i 

17.3 129 

9.0 89 

6.3 99 

0 14 

0 43 



68. 7 


100. 0 


28.9 


33 3 


. 4 


66. 7 


90.0 


. 2 


90.0 


86.7 


2. 4 


6. 7 


76.2 


3. 0 


23. 8 


100.0 


. 2 


. 0 


68.8 


19.9 


39.6 


79.8 


13. 1 


18.0 


76. 3 


8.3 


33.0 


64. 3 


1. 7 


39. 7 


48.8 


3. 9 


91.2 



100.0 2.4 100.0 

1. 8 C .0 

• 4 J . o 

• 4 7 9. 3 
2. 2 .0 .0 

O O . O 

16. 3 16 10. 9 

7. 0 2 2 10. 9 

9.7 1.7 9.3 

2 2 .0 . O 

•7 O .0 



•• Includi. MMt»r«. lovtrnmnt workir*. tl.rki, ucrttwin. mmt th. ••!#-«* 
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Infill* 11 



for Adult h-.»- r» 0oo f" BM ' SiJccMi-F.iiur., and Rilh Rotioo 

for Mult Major Characton In Prlw-Tlo,* Not work Orowtlc Progra*..* < 1973-1983) 
All Charactif 



All Ch irag | fr i 



Sclontltt 

Technician 

Doctor 

Nun* 

Poroaooic 

Othor Profooolonalo 
Othor Uhlto Collar** 
■ luo Collar 
Hllltaro 

Pollco/Prlvato I. 

Bill Cl> ^cttrt 

Sclontltt 

Technician 

Doctor 

Nun* 

Parabiotic 

Oth or ProfoflolORolo 
Othor Whit* Collar** 
■luo Collar 
Military 

Pollco/Prlvoto I. 

Cttftii c Mrarttri 

Sclontltt 

Tochnlcian 

Doctor 

Nun* 

Parao)*Jlc 

Othor Profoaiionols 
Othor Whl to ColUrt* 
■luo Collar 
Military 

Pollco/Prlvato I. 



TflUl 

12760 

99 
79 
419 
199 
30 
1723 
1732 
1464 
974 
1976 

9099 



Oootf 



Buccon Vlolont Klllor 



rlcior Chiricttft 



4 
20 

1266 
1210 
1126 
902 
1474 

3664 

19 
10 
39 
199 
2 
497 
922 
330 
72 

ioa 



■ad 


Fallura 


Victim 


♦ 3. 07 


♦ 1.32 




1. 21 


* 6 98 


♦ 1 22 


- 


1.23 


♦13. 00 


♦ 9. 96 


- 


1. 34 


♦13. 89 


♦ 3. 13 


- 


1. 31 


♦23. 33 


♦ 4.08 


♦ 


1.09 


♦ 0. 00 


♦ 9. 09 


- 


2.00 


♦ 6. 38 


♦ 1. 88 




1.62 


♦ 3. 24 


♦ 1. 99 




1. 60 


♦ 6.27 


♦ 1. 99 


- 


1. 33 


♦ 9. 19 


♦ 1. 47 






♦17 93 


♦ 3. 71 


♦ 


1.37 


♦ 2. 39 


♦ 1. 17 


- 


1. 14 


♦ 6. 01 


♦ 1. 27 


- 


1.22 


♦22. 40 


♦ 7. 98 


• 


2.00 


♦ 13. 31 


♦ 3. 21 


- 


1. 39 


♦ 0. 00 


♦ 0.00 


- 


1.00 


♦ 0. 00 


♦ 7. 94 


- 


2.00 


♦ 9. 36 


♦ 1. 76 


- 


1. 94 


♦ 2. 39 


♦ 1.20 




1. 60 


* a av 


♦ 1. 34 




1. 31 


♦ 9.07 


♦ 1.29 




128 


♦ 16 83 


♦ 3. 40 




1. 37 


♦ 8. 11 


♦ 1. 91 




1. 97 


♦ 9.96 


1.00 




1. 29 


♦ 4.00 


♦ 2.00 




1.00 


♦21.82 


♦ 2. 90 


♦ 


1. 90 


♦23. 47 


♦ 4. 02 


♦ 


1. 10 


0.00 


♦ 0.00 




0 00 


♦ 12.30 


♦ 2. 37 




1.88 


♦ 8. 49 


♦ 3.04 




1.70 


♦32. 67 


♦ 2. 77 




1. 44 


♦ 9.96 


♦ 4. 67 


♦ 


1. 17 


♦0.00 


♦ 17. 90 


♦ 


133 



- 1 33 

- 2 00 
1. 00 

- 1 71 
1.00 

- 0. 00 

- 2. 47 

- 1. 19 

- 2. 36 

♦ 1. 24 
» 1. 93 

- 1. 24 

- 9.91 

- 0. oo 
-2.00 

0. 00 

- 0. 00 
-2.38 

- 1. 17 

- 2. 24 
1.00 

♦ 1 47 

- 1. 83 

♦ 0.00 

♦ 0. 00 
1.00 

1. 00 
0. 00 

- 2. 94 
-3.00 
-9.00 

♦ 0.00 

♦ 0.00 



Total 

2932 

19 
4 
104 
22 
7 

372 
374 
173 
102 
377 

1746 

13 
2 
B9 
1 
6 
247 
289 
114 
88 
334 

786 

6 
2 
19 
21 
1 

129 
89 
99 
14 
43 



Oootf 
M 

♦ 4. 97 

♦ 4 91 

1. 00 

♦ 18. 87 

♦ 8. 49 

♦ 0 00 

♦ 6 91 

♦ 2. 74 

♦ 9. 93 

♦ 3 93 
♦40. 20 

♦ 3. 71 

♦ 2.00 
1.00 

♦22. 99 

♦ 0.00 

♦ 0.00 

♦ 6.04 

♦ 2. 18 

♦ 8. 02 

♦ 3 66 
♦34. 71 

♦ 8 79 

♦ 0.00 
1.00 

♦ 8. 94 

♦ 8. 02 
0.00 

♦ 9. 41 

♦ 6. 96 

♦ 14.66 

♦ 7.04 
0.00 



Buccals 
Fallura 

♦ 2. 24 

♦ 1. 80 
1. 00 

♦ 4 72 

♦ 6 99 

♦ 0 00 

♦ 2 87 

♦ 1.87 

♦ 3. 27 

♦ 1 *7 

♦ 8 26 

♦ 1.99 



1. 79 

1. 00 
9. 00 
0 00 
0 00 

2. 62 

1. 99 

2. 92 
1. 93 
6 93 



♦ 3 09 

♦ 1. 99 
1. 00 

♦ 3 90 

♦ 7. 02 

♦ 0.00 

♦ 3. 91 

♦ 3.09 

♦ 8. 00 

♦ 7.04 
0. 00 



Violont 
Vlctlai 

- 1 06 

♦ 1 10 

♦ 1. 90 

♦ 1.07 

- 1. 91 
1 00 

- 1.21 

- 1.29 

♦ 1.03 

- 1 18 

♦ 1. 18 

- 1.09 

♦ 1 33 
1.00 
1.00 

- 0.00 
1.00 

- 1. 17 

- 1.33 

- 1.02 

- 1.27 

♦ 1. 17 

- 1. 11 



1. 00 
1.00 
1. 49 
1.25 

0. 00 

1. 30 
1.06 
1. 21 
1. 40 
1. 27 



1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
♦0.00 
0. 00 
1.00 
100 
-0.00 
♦0.00 
0.00 



•lnm lift lnaicatai that thara «ra *ora "kmf. un«urr!.I!..? !. 1. M ' »"■»«•■■» ul. vtctlat or UllaJ ana a 

. -o.oo r ..„ that tkmrm „.„ ^ - -/^ c ^^VJ.;•2: , ^| 1 ^;^'»S^L•-^-2-■•• i " , un : u ? c victi "' 

or "»•■ ■«•* "feea". luccanful. vielanti er killan 
" !„«.-... .an.,.,.. ,.v.rn.. B t -art.,.. cI . rli . .. cr . t . M ^ a.,^,.,.. 
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



Tab It 12 

Marital Status of Adult Charactan in Spacific Occupation! 
in PrlaoTlao Notworfc Dramatic Program* (1973-1983) 



Ail gumiltri 



nil Char at | frf 

Sclantiat 

Technician 

Doctor 

Nuraa 

Paraaortic 

Othor ProfonionaU 
Othor Whlto Collar** 
■lua Collar 
Military 

Polico/Prlvata I. 



Ball £luxA£lt£l 

8clantlot 

Technician 

Doctor 

Nuraa 

Paraatedic 

Othor Prof oioionali 
Othor Malta Collaroa 
■luo Collar 
Military 

Polico/Prlvata I. 



N 

11047 

96 
74 
392 
168 
24 
1900 
1484 
1240 
940 
1310 



Cannot 
coo» 

RowX Co IX 

62.9 100.0 



Not 

RowX ColX 
21. 7 100.0 



71.4 

90. 9 
72. 4 
78.6 

91. 7 
66. 1 
69.0 
74. 4 
80 O 
78.6 



. 6 
1 O 
3. 7 
1.9 
3 

14. 3 
14.0 

13. 3 
6. 3 

14. 9 



19. 6 
4. 1 
13. 9 

13. 7 
8. 3 

22. 3 

14. 8 
17. 2 
14. 1 
19. 1 



. 9 
. 1 
2.0 
1.0 
. 1 
13.9 
9. 1 
8.9 
3.2 
8 3 



M*rrl»d 

RowX ColX 

11.2 100.0 

18 .1 

2. 7 .2 

10. 2 2. 9 

3.0 4 

0 O 

7. 9 9. 1 

14.8 17.6 

9. 7 9. 7 

4.6 2 0 

4. O 4. 3 



Foraorly 
M«rrl»d 

RowX ColX 
4. O 100. O 



Major C hincfn 



Cannot 
Tatil Cod» 

N RowX ColX 

2114 29. 4 100. O 



Not 

RowX ColX RowX ColX 
43. 3 100. O 18 9 100 O 



7 1 

2. 7 
2.8 
4. 8 

O 

3. 4 

4. 9 
2. 3 

9 
2. 1 



9 

. 9 
2 3 
1. 8 
. O 
11. 7 
16. 9 
6 6 
1. 1 
6 4 



18 38. 9 
4 29. 0 

82 28. O 

19 13.3 
9 60. O 

298 21 9 

309 24. 3 

143 17. 9 

92 91. 1 

309 49 3 



1. 3 
. 2 
4. 3 
. 4 
. 6 
11. 9 
13. 8 
4. 7 
8.8 

rs. i 



90 O 
29. O 

37 8 
46. 7 
40.0 
49. 7 
31 8 
98. O 
32. 6 

38 8 



1. O 
. 1 

3. 4 
. 8 
2 

16. 2 
10. 6 
9 1 
3. 3 
13 1 



.0 
. O 
24 4 
13 3 
. O 
16. 8 
27.2 
14. O 
13. O 
6.8 



O 
0 
9. O 
9 
. O 
12 9 
20. 8 
9 O 
3. O 
9. 3 



7806 70.8 100.0 17.9 100.0 8.6 100.0 2. 6 100.0 1443 31 8 100 O 40 7 100.0 17.4 100 0 



41 79. 6 

64 96.9 

321 73. 2 

3 66. 7 

22 99. 9 

1086 73. 7 

1027 66. 8 

943 80. 0 

469 81.2 

1216 80 9 



.6 
1. 1 
4.3 
. O 
.4 
14 9 
12. 4 
13 6 
6.9 
17 7 



12. 2 
16 
12.8 
33. 3 
4. 9 
16. 2 
11. 4 
13 9 
12.6 
13 4 



. 4 
. 1. 
3.0 
. 1 
. 1 
12.9 

8 6 

9 3 
4.3 

11 9 



2. 4 
.0 
10.9 
.0 
.0 
7.3 
16.8 
4 8 
4 9 
4. 1 



. 1 
.0 
9. 2 
O 
.0 
11. 7 
29.6 
6. 7 
3.4 
7 4 



9 8 
16 

2.8 

.0 

. o 

2. 3 
4. 2 
1 6 
1 1 
1. 9 



1. 9 
. 9 
4. 4 
. O 
.0 
12. 1 
20. 9 
7. 3 
2 4 
112 



12 41.7 

2 90. O 

70 27. 1 
O .0 

4 79. O 

199 26. 2 

232 28. O 

90 18. 9 

78 92. 6 

269 4o. 9 



1. 1 
. 2 
4 1 
. O 
. 7 
11 1 
14.2 
3 7 
8. 9 
27. 2 



41. 7 
. O 
37 1 
. O 
29 O 
44 1 
26. 7 
99 6 
29. 9 
37. 9 



. 9 
. O 
4 4 
. O 
. 2 
14 6 
10. 9 
8. 9 
3. 9 
17. 2 



. O 

o 

27. 1 
.0 
. O 
19. 9 
30 2 
17 8 
19 4 
7. 1 



. O 
. O 
7 6 
O 
. O 
IS. 1 
27. 9 
6. 4 
4. 8 
7 6 



Foraorly 
Marri«d 

RowX ColX 
10 9 100 O 

11. 1 .9 

90. O .9 

7. 3 2. 6 

26. 7 1. 7 

.0 .0 

9. 4 12. 1 

19 4 20.3 

9. 8 6. 1 

2 2 .9 

8.7 11.7 

9. O 100. O 

16. 7 1.9 

90. O .8 

7. 1 3. 8 

0 .0 

0 .0 

8 2 12 3 

13 4 23.8 

7 8 9. 4 
2 6 19 

8 6 17 7 



ft Mil ChaTitttrt 3240 42. 9 100 O 31 9 100 O 17.3 100 0 7 



1 100. u 



Sclantiat 

Tocanlclan 

Doctor 

Nuria 

Paraatedic 

Othar Prof oiiionali 
Othor White Collaroa 
•luo Collar 
Military 

Polico/Prlvata I. 



19 60.0 

10 90.0 

31 64.9 

169 78. 8 

2 90.0 

414 46. 1 

497 60. 8 

397 96.6 

71 71.8 

94 94.3 



. 7 
. 4 
1. 9 
9. 4 
. 1 
13.9 
20.2 
12.2 
3.7 
3. 7 



40.0 
20.0 
29.8 
13. 3 
90.0 
38.2 

22. 3 
29 O 

23. 9 
37.2 



671 11.6 100.0 48 9 100.0 22.1 100 O 19.1 100. O 



.6 
.2 
.8 
2. 1 
. 1 
19. 3 
9.9 
8.3 
1.6 
3.4 



O 

20.0 
3.2 
3.0 
.0 
8.2 

10. 1 
8.8 
2.8 
32 



.0 
.4 
.2 
.9 
.0 
6. O 
8. 1 
4.6 
. 4 
. 9 



0 .0 

10 O ,4 

3 2 .4 

4. 8 3. 9 

0 .0 

6.3 11.3 

4. 3 12. 6 

4. 7 6. 1 

0 .0 

9. 3 2. 2 



6 33. 3 2. 6 66. 7 

2 .0 . O 90. O 

12 33.3 9.1 41.7 

19 13.3 2.6 46.7 

i .0 .0 100. O 

103 12.6 16.7 60.2 

73 12.3 11 9 47.9 

93 19 1 10. 3 62. 3 

14 42. 9 7 7 90. O 

40 37. 9 19 2 47. 9 



1. 2 
3 

1. 9 

2. 1 
. 3 

18. 9 
10. 7 
10. 1 
2. 1 
9. 8 



«r M Vu.: , i";i:r: 0 ;;:i , t e c t .j:;o:; re,nt o# — » — * -mm . M ruc 0 .., 0 cc 0P .ti r . 

inclutf.. «n.,.r., t iv.™..nt -or».r„ tl „ cr.t.ri... .»« th. .. 1 f-.-p 1 og.d 

BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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. 0 




0 


0 




0 


. 0 




0 


90. 0 


1 


0 


8 3 




7 


8 3 


1 


0 


13. 3 


1 


4 


26. 7 


4 


0 


. 0 




0 


0 




0 


11. 7 


8 


1 


11. 7 


11. 


9 


17. 8 


8 


8 


21. 9 


19 


8 


7. 9 


2 


7 


13 2 


6 


9 


0 




0 


. 0 




0 


9. 0 


1 


4 


10 0 


4* 


0 




Tab It 13 



All Ch»^ ttrt 
N - 



Hoan Bcoroi on Pononalltv Tr«lti»» 

il ml\ rU i? r *i U l* ChmT ™*»* *" 8f.ctftc Occupation! 
in rrl»»-Tl*t Notworl DrMMtlc Profra.i (1973-1983) 

All 

Chor- T#ch _ Othor othor 

ao^iui 1^ te to E4UluiaiL milt . ru 



2932 19 4 ,04 22 

* X X ? x 



7 372 374 



173 102 377 



X 



Falrnat* 33 _„ *i J - T 34 3* 3.2 37 33 

8ocl.kllit V 3 I 11 11 11 3 9 4.0 34 3 „ 37 3 * • 

Attr.ctlv.n... 3 ? 3 0 * ■ »■ » 4.0 3 7 3 4 3 * 3 » ■ 

••'•"i*" 3 6 3 7 3 2 3 I 1 1 3 7 3 7 3.9 3 . ' ? ! 

3 9 3 A H 3 9 3 3 3 » 3* 3 4 ] 3 2 ? " 

2:*^ 3 * 3 3 3.2 3 I 3? 11 3 t 34 a* 3 3 3.J 

■aartnai* 3. 4 4 , * J? * * 3- » 3 4 3. g 34 3 4 , _ _ 

Nationality 34 3 9 22 3 6 3 7 3.7 3.9 3 4 3 9 It 

•ta.ilit, ' 11 11 1 1 3 6 3., 3.3 3.: 3 2 3.2 

Efflcl.nc, 3.4 3 9 | » 3.8 3 j . 3 9 3.3 3 9 3 a ■ 

3.4 32 a 8 to 3 S 37 39 33 3.4 34 3 8 

Youthfuln.ii 3 2 3 ? I I 3 ! 2 0 3 9 3 2 3 4 34 3 8 a 5 

M-Mlo... 2 ? a i ? ! 3 0 3 » 3.6 3.2 3 0 . I I 3 ' 

Affluonco 31 3 3 i ? 3 > 3.0 3.6 3 0 3 9 3 1 * 5 

Cioanlin... 3 ;J 3 3 3 * 3.0 30 3 a 3 4 a!, 3 .J 

Poacofulnoit 3.1 3 . , ?• * 3 ! 3 ? 3.7 3. 6 3.9 34 3a 3 , 

8u„ortlv.„... 3.4 3.4 3.' H 3? 3 * 3 * J J j | 3 | 'J 



. Inclutfa. a.n.,ar.. .ov.rnaant «r».r.. dart.. ..cr.t.rl... „„. t ». ..lf-..,l s «.. 
Parionalltg trait* ara coaaa at bipolar aajactlva . r .i.. m. k«.k 

:".:;io^i: 0 ;:." eh " r " et, i • ,hmt ' ? : n : h,r th# 

aaocullno* ana a lovor icora lnolcatai aoro "faalnlna". 
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Table 14 



Hoon Bcoret en Pertonellty Tro&teee 
for Halo ml FimIi rtajor Mult Choroctort In Specific Occupation! 
In Prlae-Tlao Network Dremetlc Progroat (1973-1983) 



All 



Halo CUr^jexi 
N * 



Marath 
Felrnett 
Sec Utility 
Attract lvenett 
Strength 



Stature 

Mrtnttt 
Rationality 
Steel 11 ty 
efficiency 
Sei Appeel 
Veuthfulnooo 
Happlnett 
Affluence 
Cleenlinett 
Peecef ulneee 
Supportlveneee 

EMail Characi.i^ 
N • 



Marath 

Felrnett 

Sociability 

At tract lvenett 

Strength 

Power 

Steture 

Saartnett 

Rationality 

Stability 

Efficiency 

Sei Aepeel 

Veuthf ulneee 

Happlnett 

Affluence 

Cleenlinett 

Peecef ulneee 

Supportivenett 



Cher- 




Tech- 




actirt 


Scientist 


n i c i^n 


_ 

Poc top 


1744 


13 


2 






X 


■i A 


V 

A 


3.4 


2 8 


2. 9 


3. 7 


3.2 


3. O 


3. O 


3. 7 


3.9 


3.0 


2. 9 


18 


3. 9 


3. 2 


2. 9 


3 j 


3.6 


3. 7 


3. O 


3. 9 


3.6 


3.8 


4. O 


3. 7 


3. 9 


3. 3 


3. O 


3. 9 


3.6 


3. 9 


4. 9 


4. 2 


3. 1 


3 3 


2. 9 


3. 8 


3.4 


3. 4 


2. 0 


. 3 0 


3. 4 


3. 2 


4. O 


3.7 


4.0 


3. 9 


3. 9 


4. 1 


3. 1 


2. 8 


3 9 


3. O 


2.9 


2. 8 


1. 9 


3 1 


3 1 


3. 3 


3. 0 


3. 4 


3.4 


3. 4 


3. 0 


3 9 


3.0 


3. 2 


2. 9 


3. 7 


3.4 


3 1 


3. 9 


3. 7 


786 


6 


2 


19 



3.6 
3.4 
3.8 
3.9 
3. 4' 
3. 3 
3.2 
3. 9 
3. 3 
3. 3 
3. 4 
1.9 
3. 3 
3.0 
3. 2 
3.7 
3.4 
3.6 



3. 9 
3. 8 

3. 0 

4. 2 
3. 7 

3. 3 

3 2 

4. 9 
3. 8 
3. 7 
4.2 
1. 7 
3.8 
3.0 
3. 2 
3. 7 
2.8 

4 0 



3. 9 
3. O 

3. 9 

4. O 
3. 9 
3. O 
3. O 
3. 9 

2. 9 

3. O 
3. O 

2. O 

3. 9 

2. O 

3. O 
3. 9 

2. 9 

3. 9 



38 
3 6 
38 
4. O 
38 
38 

3. O 

4. 4 
3.9 
3.8 
4.2 

2. 1 
2.9 
3.0 

3. 1 
3.4 
3.8 
3.9 







Other 


Other 






Nurao 




Profee- 


White 


Blue 




Par •■•die 




Collar* 


Collar 


run 


1 


6 


247 


289 


114 


88 


— 


_ 

JL 


_ 
JL 


JL. 


JL 


JL 


4 O 


3. 3 


3. 9 


3 2 


3 7 


3 1 


4 O 


4. 2 


3. 4 


3 O 


36 


3. 2 


4 O 


4. O 


3. 7 


3. 4 


3. 7 


3 3 


4. O 


3 7 


3. 9 


3. 3 


3 6 


3. 3 


4. O 


4. 0 


3. 6 


3 4 


3. 7 


3 9 


3. O 


3. 9 


3. 9 


3. 4 


3. 9 


3. 4 


3 O 


3. 9 


3. 9 


3. 4 


i 4 

j. ^ 


•I ■ 

«S. 9 


4. O 


3. 7 


3 7 


3. 9 


3 9 


3. 9 


4. O 


3. 7 


3. 9 


3. 3 


3 9 


3 2 


4. O 


3. 7 


3. 9 


3. 3 


3 9 


3.0 


4. O 


3. 7 


3. 4 


3.2 


3 4 


3. 3 


2. O 


4 2 


4. 0 


3 9 


4.0 


4.0 


4. O 


3. 7 


3. 2 


2. 9 


3. 2 


3. 1 


3. O 


3. 7 


2. 9 


2.8 


3. 1 


2. 8 


3. O 


3. O 


3. 1 


3. 4 


2. 9 


3.0 


4 O 


3. 8 


3. 9 


3 4 


3. 3 


3. 2 


4. O 


3. 7 


3. 3 


3 1 


3 1 


2. 9 




3 2 


3. 4 


3 2 


3 7 


3. 4 


21 


1 


129 


89 


99 


14 


— 

JL 


— 

JL 


_ 

JL. 


JL 


JL 


JL 


3. 9 


4 0 


3. 6 


3. 4 


3. 8 


3. 4 


3. 9 


3. O 


3. 4 


3. 1 


3. 4 


3 3 


3. 9 


4. O 


3 8 


3. 7 


3. 9 


3. 6 


3. 9 




4. 1 


3 9 


3 7 


3 9 


3 3 


3. O 


3. 4 


3. 3 


3. 4 


3. 9 


3. 4 


3 O 


3. 4 


3. 4 


3. 2 


3.6 


3. 1 


3. O 


3. 3 


3. 3 


3 3 


3 4 


3 6 


4. O 


3. 7 


3.6 


3. 3 


3 4 


3. 4 


3. O 


3. 4 


3. 3 


3. 2 


3. 1 


3. a 


3. O 


3. 9 


3. 2 


3. 3 


3.2 


3.8 


4. O 


3. 9 


3. 9 


3. 4 


3. 6 


2. O 


2. O 


1.8 


1. 9 


2. 1 


2. 1 


3.2 


3. O 


3. 4 


3. 2 


3. 4 


3. 9 


3.0 


3. O 


3. 1 


2. 9 


3. 1 


3. 2 


3. O 


3. O 


3. 3 


3. 3 


2.8 


3. 0 


3.8 


3. O 


3. 7 


3. 6 


3.7 


3. 3 


3.8 


3. 0 


3. 9 


3. 4 


* 4 


3. 1 


3. 7 


2. 0 


3. 9 


3. 9 




3. 4 



334 



3. 6 
3. 7 
3.7 

3. 7 

4. O 
4.0 
3.6 
3 9 
3.8 
3 8 
3 8 
4.2 
3 2 

2 8 
3. 1 
3. 9 
2. 7 

3 9 



43 



4. O 

3 8 
4. 1 

4 4 

3 7 
3 7 
3. 3 
3.9 
3.8 
3 7 
3. 7 
1.8 
3.4 
3.2 
3. 1 
3.8 
3.0 
3.7 



e lncluooo *aneeort. government *eriore. clorkt, tecroteriot, one the toif-aaployoi. 
** See footnote on Table 13. 



erJc 
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TafcU 19 

Distribution if tht Soap It on nooiuroi of Tolovliton vti 



ting 



T>l»vl«lon yjmlpj 



Ovoral 1 
SfJL 

n«io 

FOMlO 

AU 

18-34 
39-94 
99 mt%4 



Hri. /Dan 



2. 9 



Lliht 



Education 

High School or loti 
8oao Collofo 

Raco 
Mtifta 
Non-wfcit» 

HflUlthflH Inrwt 

Unrfor $19*000 
*19*OO0 - 424*999 
•29* OOO - 039, 000 
Ovot #39*000 



Ran Ig/Novor 
OfUn 
Dally 

Watch fccionco on TV 
Hardly ovor 
One* In 4 Mhilo 
Frofuontiu 

Woai Bcl.nct Hftatilntl 
infroquont ly 
Fro^uontly 



2.6 
3. 1 



3. 1 
2 9 
2 9 



3. 1 
2.4 



2. 7 
J. 6 



3. 2 
3. 1 
2. 7 
2 4 



3. 1 
3 0 
2 B 



2 9 
2 9 
2. 9 



3. 1 
2.6 



N X 

376 (22. 8) 



fltUUl 

N X 

797 (48. 9) 



209 
166 



120 
133 
118 



206 
170 



328 



94 



79 
119 



97 
70 
249 



131 
149 
97 



127 
179 



99. 7 
44. 3 



32. 3 
39. 9 
31.8 



94 9 

49. 1 



88. 2 
11.8 



26. 0 
18. 9 
21. 9 
33. 2 



19 3 
18 9 

66. 2 



39. 0 
38. 9 
26. 1 



42. 1 
97. 9 



393 
404 



313 
291 
227 



904 
289 



109 



207 
199 
198 
182 



126 
161 
909 



217 
300 
281 



339 
308 



49. 4 
90 6 



39. 6 
31. 7 
28. 7 



63. 6 
36. 4 



86 7 

13. 3 



27. 8 
26. 7 
21.2 
24. 4 



19. 8 

20. 3 
63. 9 



27. 2 
37 6 
39. 2 



92. 4 
47.6 



N 
420 



178 
292 



204 
106 
197 



374 
96 



348 
119 



170 
118 
84 
69 



84 

104 
283 



142 
189 
138 



214 
196 



Total 



(28 7) 



37.8 
62. 2 



43.7 
22. 7 
33.6 



79 9 

20. 9 



74.6 
29.4 



38.9 
27.0 
19. 2 
14 9 



17 8 
22 1 
60 1 



30. w 
40. 3 
29 4 



97.8 
42 2 



N X 
1643 100. 0 



780 47. 9 
862 92. 9 



637 
490 
902 



1084 
999 



1361 
268 



471 
389 
321 
366 



267 
339 
1041 



490 
634 
917 



680 

639 



39. 1 
30. 1 
30.8 



16. 3 
20. 4 
63. 3 



29. 9 

38. 7 
31. 9 



91. 6 
48. 4 
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TaUt 16 

Moasuros of Tolovlsion Vlowlni »y Typos of Program viowotf 



NX NX NX N 

° V#ra11 2 9 376 (2a 8 > 797 (48. 3) 420 (28. 7) 1643 100.0 

E» IftTLll. It ^ "2 5 ~2 73 1 243 ,1.6 1199 TO. 9 

* - 12 3. 2 79 10. 0 197 33. 4 248 19. t 

*:: i !n7:„. n »r 2-» ™ ?? ? ^ 33 = 

33 0 41.6 186 39.8 2647 39.6 



On co In m wkllo 2.8 1 ^ 34 9 

Frotoontlu 3. j f ^ 6 



213 26.8 138 29.4 446 27.3 



Woli«liiu« Ty 

F^MUont?M ? i S 23 3 210 26 3 143 30 3 440 26 8 



3 4 27 7.2 92 11. 6 



77 16.3 196 11.9 



Hartl* ovor 2 9 96 19.0 



i. s ill ,£ 17 9 ? 2J « 



D&ai not hav« 2.8 233 61 .9 



u>. ~ „ --• • «W 62.6 249 92 0 976 1* « 

**" 3 0 143 38.1 298 37 4 226 48 0 667 £2 
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Tafclo 17 



Scionct Rtading -n d TV Vitwing Co«binotf 



"Sffkiri 11 

H i ah RfitV L BM TV Hlah Rftgymgh TV lo» r..h/l»h ™ 

NX 



Ovoroll 



N X 
344 100. O 



N X 
399 100 O 



"Aft tor tort " 



309 100 O 



!talo 

FlNll 

Alt 

It - 34 
39-94 
99 antf ovir 

BlUCttlQD 

High School or ittt 
Bono Col logo 

Milts 
Non-whit* 

Untor #19.000 
•19. 000 - #24. 999 
#39. 000 - #39. 000 
Ovor #39.000 



ftaroly/novor 
Ofton 
Dolly 

Hatch BUfJlCJ on TV 
Hortflg mvmr 
Onco In a whilo 
Froo^uontly 



209 
138 



149 
119 
74 



190 
194 



314 

26 



i%3 
69 
80 
122 



39 
236 



60 
114 
169 



99. 7 
40. 3 



43. 9 
34.8 

21. 7 



43. 9 
96. 6 



92. 3 

7. 7 



18. 9 
20. 6 
24 O 
36 9 



11. 4 
19. 2 
69 4 



17 6 
33 1 
49. 3 



193 
143 



192 
78 
69 



189 
110 



238 
91 



79 
77 
61 



34 

70 
191 



31 
127 
138 



91. 7 
48. 3 



91. S 
26. 9 
21. 9 



62. 7 
37. 3 



82.3 
17. 7 



27. 8 
27 1 
21. 4 

23. 7 



11. 7 
23 8 
64.6 



lO. 3 
42 8 
46.8 



144 
169 



97 
108 
100 



199 
114 



271 
37 



74 
69 

63 



24 
98 
218 



106 
137 



46. 9 
93 9 



31. 6 
39 4 
32 9 



63 O 

37. O 



87. 9 
12. 1 



29 1 

33.4 
21 7 
39. 8 



10. 9 
18 7 
70. 4 



34. 2 
44. 9 
21. 4 



317 



142 
39 



143 
86 
141 



386 



380 



139 
93 
77 
48 



99 
70 
346 



138 
149 
98 



100.0 



38. 3 
61. 7 



38. 4 
33 4 
38 3 



77. 3 
33 7 



79. 9 
34. 1 



38.3 
36 9 

31. 8 
13. o 



14. 7 
19 O 

66. 3 



34. 9 
39. 3 
36. 3 



N 

131 ; 

644 

679 



939 
392 
380 



819 

903 



1104 
204 



391 
308 
281 
329 



162 
269 
893 



324 
923 
471 



TaUi. 



X 

100.0 



48.8 

91.3 



41. 1 
39.9 
39.0 



61.9 
38. 1 



84. 4 

19. A 



37.7 
34. 4 
33. 3 
39.7 



13.3 
30. O 
67. 7 



34. 4 
39.7 
39.7 



54 
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Tab It 18 



Nwaaar Par cant of Raton* ants Who 
Hava , Hlfh Scort On An Indai tlaasurlng A Poaitiv* I«aga of 



ilclanca 









TalBvliian Vltuin. 








CD 
(XHaavy 










.. Liiht 


ntdiuft 


MtlYU 




— filoH — 






N 


X 


N 


X 


N 


X 


pj 


A 








810 


30 


209 


36 


409 


32 


196 


43 


-13 


- 163*** 


1617 


























tela 

FOMlO 


416 
394 


\M 

47 


80 


61 

■A9 


217 
192 


33 
49 


74 
122 


43 
42 


-18 

- 7 


- 21iaaa 
-. 094 


773 
844 


At* 
























18-34 
33-94 

99 and oldor 


JSO 
24 9 
184 


j 
49 
38 


o# 
84 
92 


36 
64 
43 


180 
137 
91 


98 
33 
40 


103 
49 
42 


32 
47 

38 


- 4 
-17 

- 7 


- 169 
-. 201»« 

- 240** 


629 
486 
490 


Education 
























No Coll Of a 
8o»a C0II090 


490 
398 


42 

69 


HQ 

216 


MM 
44 

70 


9* M 

214 
194 


43 
68 


148 
48 


40 

30 


- 4 

-20 


- 047 
209** 


1064 
949 


BftU 
























Uhlto 
Non-whit t 


726 
76 


294 
29 


193 
10 


60 

•0 


373 


33 
31 


160 
34 


47 
28 


-1« 

♦ ',2 


-. 146** 
. 004 


1341 
262 


Incoay 
























Undor #29.000 
Ovor #29.000 


346 
433 


41 
64 


63 


41 

M 


177 
216 


44 
64 


106 
84 


38 
37 


_ •» 
-11 


— UOs 

128 


842 
682 


Nawaaaaar R»«*lna 
























Raraly or Navar 

Occasionally 

Dally 


102 
194 
993 


40 
46 
94 


22 
191 


41 
46 
61 


30 
81 
278 


41 
31 
13 


30 
41 
123 


38 
40 
43 


_ "» 
«j 

- 6 
-16 


— . 031 
- 097 
-.201*** 


299 
332 
1030 


Hatch Bclanca TV 
























Hardly Eva* 
One a in a *;Mla 
Fratuantli* 


177 
322 
311 


37 
91 
60 


91 

87 
67 


4* 
60 
69 


83 
133 

17*3 


39 
32 
62 


43 
81 

71 


32 
44 
32 


- 9 
-16 
-17 


- 124 

- 196** 
-. 219** 


474 
629 
919 


Raid Scltnct Nia.iinn 
























Raraly 
Fraajjantly 


328 
389 


4f 
61 


66 
113 


31 
63 


168 
198 


30 
63 


/a 
74 


44 
48 


- 7 
-17 


-.099 
- 212** 


673 
639 


IntaXOJIt in Rail. ion 
























Low 
High 


382 

337 


96 
42 


98 
83 


63 
47 


191 
173 


99 
44 


94 

80 


46 

36 


-17 
-11 


-. 214**a 
-. 147a 


679 
799 


*p<. 09 **p<. 01 ***pc OOI 






















Iho nu*aar ani par cant of light* aadiua), or 
thio rotaontoi tha parcants within aach col 


haavy 

won or 


viawart 
row do 


within 
not add 


aach control group 
to 100%. 


(og. ■ilii/ftMltt) who 


givo 



r r- 



O 

ERIC 



Tab It 19 



Pvtriil 
Bu 

Hal* 
Foaala 



18-34 
39-94 

99 ant oldtr 

CtltflUttD 
No Collaga 
Ron* Collogo 

Whit* 
Non-Uhitt 



Nualar and Parcont of Rttpondtntt Who 
Novo a High Score on an Intfax Measuring a Positive imaga of 



unior 929*000 
Ovor 939*000 

Rarelg or Navar 

Occasionally 

Daily 

atch Btfnr. 

Ho'Mg evor 

Or in a Uhllo 

Frequently 

Raai Bclance BQAXlnfJ 
Rarely 
Frequently 

Inf rest In Rell.inn 
Low 
HftgM 



Total 



T«l«vl«inn Vl.nlna 



•PC 09 



**•<. Ol 



*»*p<. 001 



Ughi_ 



N 



■HgtYU 



Scientists 
CD 

(XHoavy- 



Total N 



723 


90 


186 


97 


348 


90 


189 


49 


-12 


-. 143** 


1442 


3*9 
398 


92 
48 


110 

77 


60 
94 


182 
166 


92 
48 


74 
119 


46 
49 


-14 
- 9 


-. 167#* 
- 107 


678 
744 


390 
242 
129 


60 
99 
31 


70 
83 
31 


69 

70 
32 


179 
116 
91 


64 
91 
28 


101 
4J 
43 


93 
49 

33 


-12 
♦ 1 


- 169* 
-. 306*** 

. 030 


980 
442 
410 


399 
324 


43 
64 


78 
108 


49 

70 


189 
162 


43 
62 


136 
93 


41 

60 


- 4 
-10 


-.048 
- 193 


934 
909 


632 
84 


93 

36 


173 
12 


60 
32 


309 
38 


91 
41 


194 
34 


49 

33 


-11 
♦ 1 


-. 131* 
-. 094 


1196 
234 


312 
390 


42 
62 


64 
118 


46 
66 


194 
189 


49 
99 


94 

87 


37 
62 


- 9 

- 4 


-. 130* 
-. 064 


739 
633 


94 
162 
467 


43 
93 
91 


19 
37 
130 


44 

61 
99 


82 
217 


47 
96 
49 


26 
43 
120 


36 
49 
48 


- 8 
-16 
-11 


-. 123 
-. 202* 
127** 


221 
309 
917 


2*6 
269 


41 
91 
97 


48 

79 
99 


44 

61 
67 


69 

136 
143 


39 
91 
97 


90 
72 
67 


41 
44 
91 


- 3 
-17 
-16 


037 
212** 
- 181* 


410 
962 
470 


267 
364 


49 
61 


99 
108 


94 
66 


124 
177 


42 
64 


83 
79 


44 

93 


-10 
-13 


-. 097 
-. 160a 


993 
992 


349 
297 


96 
43 


96 

70 


67 
47 


169 
140 


97 
41 


88 

87 


49 
49 


-22 
- 2 


-. 278*** 
-. 019 


639 
687 
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fill 
Halo 

FlMll 



18-34 
39-54 

99 and oKir 

Education 
No Coll.it 
Soao Col logo 

Whito 
Non-whlto 



Nuabor and Porcont of Rotpondor.tt Who 
Havo a High Scoro on an Indoi (featuring a Potlttvo laago of Technology 



Undor »29,000 
Ovor »29,000 

MtMIlMtl ««adln« 
Rarolg or Novor 
Occasional ly 
Dally 

Match 9ci.nc* TV 
Hardly Evar 
Onco In a Whllo 
Fro^uontly 

Road Bdinci ^ n *,lnti 
Raroly 
Fraojiontly 

Intar»«t in n»\i jton 
Low 
High 



Total 



TfltYltlfln vitwlm 



Lloht 
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N 



Hnyy 



CD 
(XHoavy- 



TQtal N 



803 


90 


216 


99 


403 


92 


184 


41 


-18 


-. 


218*** 


1603 


464 


64 


149 


69 


237 


61 


82 


47 


-22 




272*** 


779 


339 


41 


72 


49 


166 


42 


103 


37 


- 8 


- 


104 


838 


370 


98 


83 


69 


189 


99 


103 


91 


-18 




220** 


634 


296 


92 


87 


69 


136 


94 


33 


31 


-34 




382*** 


4639 


176 


38 


47 


42 


80 


38 


49 


34 


- 8 


-. 


096 


469 


444 


42 


94 


47 


217 


44 


133 


37 


-10 




126* 


1092 


396 


69 


122 


73 


189 


64 


91 


94 


-19 




244** 


948 


679 


91 


189 


97 


399 


94 


139 


40 


-17 


- 


196*" 


1329 


118 


46 


28 


70 


42 


40 


48 


42 


-28 




224a 


260 


336 


40 


70 


49 


164 


42 


102 


37 


- 8 


-. 


109 


831 


432 


63 


139 


71 


217 


64 


276 


92 


-19 




239*** 


683 


1 IB 


46 


33 


62 


94 


44 


31 


38 


-24 




266** 


296 


174 


93 


39 


97 


94 


99 


41 


41 


-16 


-! 


220* 


329 


911 


90 


144 


98 


294 


91 


113 


41 


-1/ 




206*** 


1018 


169 


36 


97 


46 


76 


36 


36 


27 


-19 




243** 


469 


324 


92 


96 


66 


142 


49 


69 


46 


-20 




226*** 


622 


310 


60 


63 


69 


k-4 


66 


63 


46 


-19 




297*** 


914 


289 


44 


60 


48 


192 


46 


77 


38 


-10 




128 


662 


414 


69 


129 


72 


201 


66 


69 


97 


-19 




199** 


633 


387 


97 


99 


64 


193 


60 


96 


47 


-17 




21 9** • 


677 


336 
1 


42 


90 


91 


171 


43 


79 


34 


-17 




202*** 


789 


ht» a)i 


ttflUO)* 


or hoavy 


vlOMorf 


within 


oach control 


group 


<ag •« 


lot/fi 


IMllt) 


who glvo 


ilthln 


oach 


coluan or 


roil do 


not add 


to 


100X. 
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h. jrvs s^w^s 



Pvtrall 


768 


48 


199 


42 


fit* 

FlMll 


306 
462 


40 
99 


70 
89 


34 
93 


Alt 

18-34 

99 and oKir 


SAD 

219 
283 


42 
49 
98 


40 
91 
62 


34 
38 
99 


No Coll«|« 
6om ColUM 


969 
198 


94 

37 


109 
46 


94 
28 


MMtO 
Non-Whit* 


619 
149 


46 
96 


130 
26 


40 
69 


Untf«r #29*000 
Ovtr ♦23.000 


494 

263 


94 
39 


82 

69 


93 
34 


atMitim if q^o 

ftaral« or Novor 
Occasional!* 


131 
164 
473 


91 
90 
46 


22 
32 
102 


41 
46 
42 



Daily 

Hartfl* Evor 
Onca in a Whilo 
Fratuantl* 

ntati «ciantt map 111 "* 

ftaral* 
Fratuantly 

Low 
High 



272 
308 
188 



348 
239 



297 
433 



98 
90 
37 



92 
38 



99 



69 
98 
28 



69 
93 



63 
87 



99 
41 
29 



N 
362 



193 
210 



126 
112 
122 



294 

107 



306 
99 



207 
129 



66 
76 
221 



123 
142 
97 



92 
31 



41 
49 



161 
111 



129 
214 



N 

291 



X 
99 



CO 

(XHaavu- 

7tf-ioht) 

♦ 13 



39 


84 


48 


♦14 


94 


167 


99 


♦ 6 


41 
46 


94 


47 


♦ 13 


97 


93 


♦ 19 


59 


99 


66 


♦ 11 



91 
38 



206 
49 



46 184 
94 64 



92 
39 



93 
90 



99 
48 

35 



49 

37 



40 
99 



169 
69 



44 

96 
197 



80 
108 
64 



122 
79 



109 
132 



96 
48 



94 
99 



98 
47 



99 
99 
94 



98 
98 
47 



98 



91 

60 



♦ 2 
♦20 



♦14 
-10 



♦ 9 
♦13 



♦ 14 

♦ 9 

♦ 12 



♦ 3 

♦ 17 

♦ 18 



♦ 6 

♦ 17 



♦ 10 

♦ 11 



19200 



170O* 
.079 



197«M> 

177* 

147 



.049 
. 293ooo 



l68ooo 
067 



088 

1670 



192 
116 
197*o 



.029 
. 12300 
. 228*o 



100 
. 220O* 



138* 
126o 



1603 



768 
839 



624 
483 



1062 
938 



1332 
298 



834 

676 



296 
329 
1021 



473 
£21 
907 



630 



680 

790 
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Taila 22 



Mala 

18-34 
38-94 

89 mn4 oUar 

No Coll«i« 
Soaa Colloga 

Wact 

unit* 

Non-whita 



Nul.r an- r.rc.nt ^^^^.1 In Scl.nc. 
Hava a High Scora on an Xndt« naaawnng 

CD 

SSSfe: 33231 



Talavllil 


Total 








N 


X 


N 


X 


819 


90 


181 


49 


419 
4O0 


94 
47 


109 
72 


92 
44 


316 
262 
234 


90 
94 
46 


60 
79 
44 


90 
96 
38 



Uniar 829,000 
Ovir 839*000 

NtMimtr Emm 4inm 

nmvU or Navar 

Occasionally 

Dally 

Harila Evar 
One a In a WMla 
Fraajjantlu 

Raralg 
Fragrantly 

ljimi mt <n BtUaian 

Low 
High 



492 

327 



124 



409 

373 



49 
99 



90 
47 



81 

101 



199 
20 



70 
106 



121 


46 


21 


161 


48 


33 


937 


92 


127 


167 


34 


40 


303 


48 


73 


347 


67 


66 


310 


46 


47 


409 


64 


114 


349 


91 


83 


393 


48 


78 



39 
60 



49 

90 



93 



40 
47 
91 



N 
419 

2St9 



197 
137 
122 



248 

171 



397 
94 



303 
193 



69 
76 
278 



32 78 
90 190 
68 191 



37 
66 



93 
43 



169 
196 



177 
202 



X 
93 



97 
48 



90 
94 
94 



49 

99 



92 
92 



90 
97 



92 
47 
99 



36 
90 
68 



49 

64 



99 
90 



N 

219 



84 

139 



99 
91 
68 



163 
99 



167 
90 



136 
74 



39 
93 
131 



X 
47 



47 
46 



49 
48 
43 



48 

80 
90 



98 
99 



112 



98 



48 
42 



47 
90 



41 
91 
47 



34 
42 
69 



46 

61 



43 
49 



- 2 



- 9 
♦ 2 



- 1 

- 8 
♦ 9 



♦ 9 
- 2 



- 1 

- 8 



♦ 3 
- 3 



♦ 1 

♦ 4 
- 4 



♦ 2 

- 8 

- 3 



♦ 9 

- 9 



-10 
♦ 6 



034 



092 
. 014 



019 
101 
040 



019 

. 030 



007 
. 140 



.019 
.032 



. 019 
. 099 
. 061 



.031 
. 102 
. 036 



.0*4 
. 099 



Total N 
1639 



780 
899 



636 
490 
903 



1063 
993 



1360 
269 



893 



364 
339 
1040 



487 

433 
917 



140a 

.098 



636 



687 
814 
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Nuabar and Parcant of Raspondanta Who 
Hava o HlgH 8cora on an Indai (featuring Baing Wall Inforaad About Scianca 



PyitiU 

BffjL 
rial* 
FomIo 



ItifjOaiflD Vl«wln« 



N 
996 



319 
243 



X 
34 

40 



uiiht 



99 
91 



X 

39 



49 

31 



PtAJjIal 



N 
261 



194 
108 



X 
33 



39 

27 



Haavu 



N 

191 



66 
04 



X 
32 



37 
29 



CD 
(XHaavy- 



- 7 



. 087a 



102 

. 013 



All 

18-34 
39-94 

99 and oldor 

Education 
No Col logo 
Soot Collaga 

WMta 
Non-whita 



Undar *29#000 
Ovar #29*000 

MtMUiltl lUadlna 
ftaralg or Navar 
Occasional lg 
Dally 

M/,trh Bclanca TV 
Hardly Evor 
One a in a Walla 
Fra^uantlg 

BtaJ Bclanca Haaailnaa 
Rarolg 
Fragrantly 

Inf fit in Wallai^r 
Low 
High 



213 


34 


48 


40 


96 


11 


69 


34 


- 6 


-.096 


636 


169 


34 


99 


41 


82 


32 


29 


27 


-14 


199a 


490 


179 


39 


41 


39 


80 


39 


93 


34 


- 1 


014 


901 


324 


30 


63 


32 


143 


28 


117 


31 


- 1 


. 012 


1082 


232 


42 


81 


48 


117 


40 


34 


36 


-12 


-. 198» 


992 


468 


34 


132 


40 


221 


32 


119 


33 


- 7 


-.091 


1399 


83 


31 


13 


31 


39 


34 


39 


30 


- 1 


- 092 


269 


278 


33 


60 


38 


129 


32 


90 


31 


- 7 


074 


892 


293 


37 


79 


40 


121 


36 


93 


"3 


- 4 


-.062 


686 



73 


28 


16 


29 


31 


29 


26 


32 


♦ 3 




067 


264 


101 


30 


20 


29 


91 


31 


30 


29 


0 




009 


339 


384 


37 


110 


44 


180 


39 


94 


34 


-10 




134a 


1039 


117 


24 


37 


29 


94 


29 


26 


19 


-10 




170» 


486 


208 


33 


98 


40 


89 


30 


61 


32 


- 8 




086 


633 


231 


49 


49 


90 


118 


42 


63 


46 


- 4 




037 


917 


206 


30 


43 


34 


100 


30 


63 


29 


- 9 




099 


660 


276 


43 


83 


48 


128 


42 


69 


42 


- 6 




079 


636 



227 
271 



33 
33 



60 



39 
36 



106 
129 



33 
32 



60 
76 



29 

33 



-10 
- 3 



- 133a 
-. 040 
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Nuo)Otr an* P.rctnt of ftooiondonto Who 
Havo o High Scoro on on Intfox Nooourlnf Intoroot in Scltnco or 
Havo o Hloh Scoro on an Intfoi Hooourlno lolno Wo 11 Inforoiotf At out Sclonco 
Controlled for Hl|h or Low Scoroo on tho Othor Intftx 



M Tgta * - M Ulh * - - nttfim Httyy . <xhoov«- o*m~M Tot mi n 



Woll Inform About R C i«nc« lnd» 

Hill Infor-i Ahnut BrUnc, Ini., r„ wt T..ll.d ««» 
Intoroot in ■ri.nr, 

Low Intoroot 134 «■ 3^ tm ±m «• . M 

Hloh Intoroot 409 J5 l" - ~ " -? lf 0 * 008 81 * 



AO 193 46 102 47 -13 - 149* 



818 
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Q^tlAUL 

tax 

rial* 



18-34 
35-54 

55 ani oldar 

Education 
No ColUf* 
8oa* Collag* 

Whit* 

Non-whlta 



Undar •25,000 
Ovar MSiOOO 



x sizszs. srsr-s: ,. 



Total 



N 

1052 



510 
543 



434 

330 
261 



646 
406 



Raraly or Navar 
Occasionally 
Dally 

Hardly Evar 
One a In a Whlla 
Fraquantly 

Bud ggi^ntt ^f' 11 "" 

Raraly 
Fraquantly 

lnttT»«* in WallQlBQ 
Low 
Hl|h 



924 

119 



501 



147 
223 
682 



267 
412 
373 



416 



462 
483 



X 
67 



68 
66 



70 
70 
59 



62 
76 



71 
47 



62 
75 



60 
70 
68 



6; 
7* 



64 
74 



69 

63 



N 

261 



148 

113 



87 
98 
73 



131 
130 



235 
22 



101 
lffl 



33 
50 
178 



81 
106 
73 



89 

131 



109 
123 



X 
73 



74 
72 



N 

513 



261 
253 



73 216 
77 168 
67 125 



66 298 
81 215 



75 453 
55 55 



66 249 
79 246 



64 
76 
74 



68 
76 
76 



73 

76 



73 
72 



74 
106 
334 



116 
192 
205 



206 
226 



225 
235 



X 
67 



69 
65 



72 
70 
58 



62 
7i 



69 
55 



65 

73 



63 
68 
68 



57 
68 
74 



64 
75 



N 

278 



101 
177 



131 
63 
83 



217 
61 



235 
42 



158 
104 



41 

67 
170 



70 
114 
95 



121 
109 



72 
62 



127 
125 



X 

62 



59 

64 



66 
61 
56 



60 
66 



70 
37 



57 

71 




53 
68 
62 



51 

63 
71 



60 
70 



63 
58 



-11 



-15 
- 8 



- 7 
-16 
-11 



- 6 
-15 



- 5 
-18 



- 9 

- 8 



-11 
- 8 
-12 



-13 
- 6 



-1C 
-14 



191*** 



-. 196»» 
102 



- Ill 

- 222*» 

-. 132 



071 
- 209* 



. 062 
. 279*» 



120 

. 133 



-. 157 

- 087 

- 167»» 



-17 - 212»» 

-13 - 175* 

- 9 -.071 



- 161* 

- 096 



- 148» 
-. 174** 



751 
822 



618 
473 
473 



1033 
537 



1305 
254 



813 
671 



?44 

320 
1009 



460 
606 
505 



646 
628 



667 
770 
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0c cailon-l l » 
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Nuabor and Porcont of Hot.ondontt Who 
DLagroo That Bcionti.t. Havo Fo« Xntora.t. Bot Work 



CD 



QYtriU 



Halo 

FlMll 

All 

18-34 
39-94 

99 an 4 olltr 

Education 
Ko Coll of o 
doom Collofo 

Bit* 

Mtiito 
Nan-whlto 



Total 

N 


X 


1 i nht 
H 


X 


nodiuoi 

N X 


HftOVU 

N 


X 


(XHtavu- 
XLloht) 




699 


46 


182 


92 


390 


48 


167 


38 


-14 


- 178*** 


364 

339 


49 

43 


109 

73 


96 
49 


192 
199 


91 
44 


64 

103 


36 
36 


-18 
-11 


-. 202** 
-. 129* 


344 

222 
129 


97 
48 
29 


78 
70 


67 
96 
32 


174 
119 
60 


99 
49 

30 


92 

37 
37 


49 

36 
29 


-16 
-20 
- 7 


- 228*** 
-. 224** 

-. 100 


369 
313 


38 
61 


80 

101 


43 
64 


184 
169 


40 
62 


120 
47 


39 
91 


- 8 
-13 


-. 106 
-. 142 


612 
80 


49 

32 


160 
20 


93 
90 


311 
39 


49 

36 


142 
29 


44 

22 


- 9 

-28 


110* 
370*** 


307 
370 


39 
96 


99 

120 


40 
64 


199 

18' 


42 
98 


93 
64 


39 
44 


- & 
-20 


-. 078 
-. 239*** 


97 
191 
490 


40 
49 
46 


23 
32 
127 


49 
90 
99 


44 

80 
229 


39 
94 
48 


30 
39 
98 


40 
40 

37 


- 9 
-10 
-18 


-. 060 
-. 147 
-. 2160** 


198 
281 
299 


36 
48 

93 


44 

79 

97 


38 
99 
61 


69 
139 
146 


36 
48 
96 


44 

67 
96 


32 
39 
43 


- 6 
-20 
-18 


-. 082 

241*** 
-. 216** 


297 
349 


41 

97 


99 

100 


49 

60 


126 
179 


40 
63 


72 
66 


37 
44 


-12 
-16 


-. 138* 
-. 187** 


321 
294 


49 

40 


86 

72 


97 
44 


160 
146 


92 
40 


76 
76 


38 

36 


-19 
- 8 


236*** 
-.099 



Undor 929*000 
Ovor 029.000 

Nmiiaur Wdlnt 
ftoroly or Novor 
Occasionally 
Dally 

aU£j 8gi«ne« TV 
Hart lo, Evor 
Onco in a Whilo 
Froojjontly 

Rttd P ci tl)t1 >to " lin " 
Rarolfl 
Fr oojj.ntly 

l n t« r».t in RtmiflD 
Low 
Hlflh 

*»C 09 —P<. 01 *#••<. 001 

Th r and ..rent pf light. a.diua. or hoav* vi.-.r. within .^control group <... -l"^- 1 "' 

this ro.pon.oi tho oorcont. within ooch coluan or row do not odd to loox. 



1921 



737 
783 



600 
461 
449 



1001 
917 



1296 
291 



780 
697 



240 
309 
971 



442 
989 
487 



633 
603 



692 
738 



who fivo 
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Tablo 28 



Nu»oor mn4 Porcont of RosoonOontt Mho 
Dttairoo Toot Bclontlttt Bptnd Llttlo Tl«o With Tholr Fowlly 



Qyfto 11 
Bax 

Nolo 

FlMll 

18-34 
39-94 

99 and olfor 

No Collofo 
8o*o Col logo 



£4 

Uhlto 
Non-Mhltw 



T«i«vi«ton timing 



N 


X 


N 


X 


N 


616 


43 


197 


48 


319 


312 


46 


92 


91 


166 


304 


40 


69 


44 


149 


279 


48 


97 


93 


146 


214 


49 


71 


99 


110 


118 


28 


26 


27 


98 


349 


36 


69 


36 


177 


270 


99 


92 


61 


138 



jQUiiu 



939 
67 



277 
312 



Unior 029.000 
Ovor 029.000 

Rarolo, or Novor 
Occas lonally 
Dally 

Hardly Evor 
Onco In o Whllo 
froo^uont ly 

HjjJ gct tntt nr ^ " An ^ ^ 

ftaroly 
Fro%uont ly 

tnitlXU i» Wollilfln 
Low 
High 



#i C 09 •*•<. 01 ***pC 001 



220 
304 



264 



49 
28 



37 
91 



144 

9 



98 
99 



91 
23 



4' 
94 



281 
29 



14? 
198 



X 
49 



48 

43 



92 
90 
30 



40 
94 



47 

30 



43 
92 



N 

144 



93 
90 



76 
33 
34 



104 
40 



113 
29 



91 


40 


18 


36 


47 


44 

90 


136 


44 


37 


96 


73 


389 


43 


102 


48 


199 


44 



70 
60 



26 
26 
92 



X 
34 



39 
34 



40 
36 
29 



31 
48 



37 
27 



27 



37 
28 
36 



CD 
(XHoavy 



148 39 
293 49 
214 47 



37 
93 



42 
40 



-14 



-16 

-10 



-13 
-23 
- 2 



- 9 
-13 



-14 
♦ 4 



-14 
-10 



♦ 1 
-28 
-12 



- 173*** 



192** 
136* 



1443 



41 


37 


69 


37 


38 


29 


- 8 




66 


SO 


124 


47 


63 


39 


-11 




49 


98 


122 


90 


43 


34 


-24 




47 


43 


112 


38 


61 


32 


-11 




92 


97 


196 


98 


97 


39 


-18 




68 


48 


140 


48 


96 


30 


-18 




71 


49 


139 


39 


79 


37 


- 8 




hoavy 


vlowors within 


oach control 


trout 


(og. mt 


Hot/* 


nam or 


TOW 


do not aid 


to 


100X. 









178* 

267*** 

043 



107 
162* 



173 ** 

.031 



. 223*** 
. 109 



. 008 
. 362*** 
. 1*9** 



120 
133 

292*** 



149* 
219** 



291*** 
097 



799 



976 
433 
429 



949 
491 



1190 
242 



748 

617 



226 
308 



996 
498 



976 



620 
704 



who flvo 
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Ttblt 29 



Nu«fctr tntf Porcont of ftattontfantt Who 
RooaonO THot Bcltnct Jobs Koto iottor Thon Hott 



tffJL 

nolo 

FlMll 



28-34 
39-94 

99 on* ©10 or 

Education 
No Collofo 
8000 Collf|ff 

Bam 

Will to 
Nor-whltt 



Unitr 029,000 
Ov«r 039,000 

Itorottt, or Ntvtr 

Occasionally 

Dolly 

Hatch Beianca TV 
Hortfl* Cvor 
One* In o mill* 
Fra«.uantla. 

ftjMd Bglanea Haaailnaa 
ftarala, 
Fro^uontlo 

I»t«r.«t in BtiiliflD 
Loo 
Hl|h 



•■<. 09 ©©•<. 01 •*♦•<. 001 







Tolovlalon VlBMlna 








CO 
(XHoovv- 




Tptal • 


Total 




Li.ht 




Ha* tun 


HflXJL 






N 


X 


N 


X 


N 


X 


N 


X 








649 


41 


171 


48 


307 


40 


170 


38 


-10 


. 11400 


1980 


391 


46 


103 


91 


170 


44 




49 


- 6 


.089 


797 


398 


36 


68 


44 


136 


39 


92 




-11 


. 098 


832 


361 


42 


68 


97 


118 


38 


79 


38 


-19 


180«« 


624 


309 


43 


60 


46 


109 


43 


40 


40 


- 6 


. 101 


474 


183 


38 


43 


40 


84 


39 


99 


37 


- 3 


.036 


471 


386 


37 


78 


41 


176 


36 


133 


37 


- 4 


.039 


1034 


260 


48 


93 


97 


139 


49 


38 


41 


-16 


. 17700 


941 


938 


41 


190 


48 


361 


39 


126 


38 


-10 


. 106* 


1306 


103 


39 


19 


46 


40 


39 


43 


37 


- 9 


.o*a 


261 


319 


39 


69 


44 


148 


36 


101 


37 


- 7 


. 090 


816 


393 


43 


101 


93 


137 


41 


99 


38 


-14 


. 18700 


677 


111 


44 


33 


49 


96 


0^ 


32 


40 


- 9 


. 099 


291 


136 


39 


31 


44 


97 


37 


38 


38 


- 6 


. 019 


326 


413 


41 


118 


90 


194 


39 


100 


37 


-13 


. 161000 


1003 


193 


33 


46 


40 


63 


30 


43 


32 


• 0 


. 093 


498 


349 


•a 


71 


90 


116 


39 


63 


34 


-16 


. 17600 


618 


246 


49 


94 


96 


128 


47 


64 


48 


• 0 


. no 


908 


343 


37 


49 


40 


123 


37 


70 


34 




. no 


699 


399 


48 


94 


99 


141 


47 


63 


42 


-13 


. 1230 


626 


273 


41 


77 


90 


129 


41 


68 


34 


-16 


229*a# 


667 


307 


40 


73 


43 


148 


38 


87 


39 


- 4 


. on 


778 



Tho niMobor and oorcont of light. aodlua. or hofcvy vlMiri within ooch control |rou» Co|. aoloo/f OMloo) Mho olva 
thl* roooonooi tha oorctat* althln ooch coluom or row do not odd to 100X. 



o 

ERIC 



66 



TtkU 30 



Nimbtr «n0 Ptrctnt of R«ttoni«ntt Who 
Agrtt thot Artrologu l» Not Sciontlflc 



nolo 

FomIo 



18-34 
39-94 

99 ontf oltfor 

Education 
No Collogo 
Bom Collogo 



Wtilto 
Non-whlto 



UnOor 029.000 
Ovor 929.000 

Nojmoxtj Rtaiini 

Roroly or Novor 
Occotlonolly 
Dolly 

Mfci&j Belong TV 
Hortfly Evor 
Onco in o Whllt 
Fro%uontly. 

Rorolg 

Frofuontly. 



■ Ion 



High 

ooC 09 #*»<. 01 ooopC 001 







m Til JYi lion 


VloHlno 








CD 
(XHoovy- 




Totol 




LiiOt 


Hotfiua 


Haovu 






N 


X 


N 


X 


N 


X 


N 


X 


JSUlHil 




872 


96 


239 


69 


439 


97 


202 


49 


-20 


-. 216"* 


47C 


62 


149 


71 


249 


69 


79 


47 


-24 


- 261 


402 


49 


90 


97 


169 


90 


123 


44 


-13 


-. 139* 


317 


91 


67 


97 


160 


92 


90 


49 


-12 


-. 144* 


296 


94 


66 


69 


130 


99 


42 


41 


-24 


-. 27 1*** 


286 


62 


61 


72 


136 


69 


69 


49 


-23 


-. 293«" 


906 


49 


113 


97 


244 


91 


192 


43 


-14 


-. 146" 


361 


67 


122 


74 


188 


67 


90 


94 


-20 


-. 233" 


762 


96 


219 


67 




99 


199 


48 


-19 


-. 200««« 


101 


41 


IB 


46 


^ 


42 


43 


37 


-11 


-.111 


407 


90 


86 


97 


199 


92 


122 


44 


-13 


129* 


417 


62 


139 


70 


213 


64 


69 


49 


-29 


-. 284*" 


130 


93 


36 


70 


96 


47 


38 


90 


-20 


-.219 • 


173 


93 


41 


60 


90 


97 


42 


42 


-18 


-. 164 


969 


37 


196 


69 


289 


60 


122 


49 


-20 


- 228 


240 


53 


74 


60 


109 


93 


97 


43 


-17 


-. l77o« 


328 


94 


99 


66 


193 


94 


80 


49 


-21 


-. 244«" 


303 


60 


69 


68 


173 


63 


69 


49 


-19 


-. 226" 


371 


97 


72 


97 


192 


60 


106 


92 


- 9 


-. 074 


396 


97 


120 


69 


179 


98 


61 


39 


-30 


-. 318«" 


397 


94 


94 


62 


166 


94 


96 


46 


-14 


-. 179o« 


419 


94 


112 


64 


221 


97 


62 


39 


-29 


-. 299o«* 



Total H 
1971 



793 
818 



629 
474 
463 



1031 
938 



1310 
249 



806 
676 



249 
329 
1001 



462 
606 
903 

694 
630 

664 

773 



Too nuoioor oM oorcp** of light, 0)«tflu*. or hoovg vloworo within ooch control group (og. «oloo/f omIoo) who ftvo 
tot* rotoontoi too torcontt within ooch coluom or row to not odd to 100X. 
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9 



Toolo 31 



R#MV Thot TMy Do Not Root Horotcopot 



FlMll 

Alt. 

19-34 
35-94 

99 on* olJor 

Education 
NO ColUgo 
Som Collogo 

Waco 

MM to 
Non-Mill to 



CD 



unoor oas.ooo 

Ovor 929.000 

MlMlllHI Woailw 
ftoroly or Novor 
Occooionollo 
Daily 

Hotel Bclonco TV 
HorOlu Cvor 
Onco In o Whllo 
Froo.uontlo, 

Wood BLiinil Haaoiinao 
ftoroly 
Fr o%uontlg 

Intoromt In Wollalon 
Low 
High 



opC 09 oooc 01 •»••<. 001 
Tho nuaoor oni porcont of light* 



Total 




-Limt 




Ho* ill* 


HfiYU 




(XHoovy- 




TttiiL 


N 


X 


N 


X 


N 


X 


N 


X 


XLioht) 






744 


49 


210 


96 


393 


44 


181 


39 




-. 190*** 


1640 


41? 


94 


128 


61 


209 


93 


82 


46 




-. 189»** 


780 


336 


38 


83 


90 


144 


36 


99 


34 


z\l 


-. 149** 


860 


381 


44 


99 


46 


196 


90 


70 


34 




171** 


637 


213 


43 


78 


98 


94 


37 


41 


39 


-19 


-. 212*** 


490 


247 


49 


79 


64 


101 


49 


70 


49 


19 


-. 202*** 


902 


473 


44 


113 


99 


219 


43 


142 


38 




iei*** 


1084 


267 


48 


97 


98 


130 


49 


40 


41 




-. 166** 


992 


633 


46 


188 


97 


313 


46 


132 


38 


-19 


-. 19400* 


1361 


109 


40 


22 


94 


39 


33 


48 


40 


-14 


-. 104 


269 


396 


42 


81 


91 


169 


42 


106 


37 


-14 


164*** 


894 


334 


49 


118 


60 


197 


46 


99 


40 


-20 


-. 206*** 


687 


199 


98 


38 


70 


73 


98 


44 


92 


-IB 


-. 227* 


269 


192 


49 


41 


99 


71 


44 


39 


38 


-21 


-. 209#« 


339 


438 


42 


131 


93 


208 


41 


99 


39 




- 202*** 


1041 


249 


90 


79 


98 


103 


48 


67 


47 




127* 


487 


280 


44 


81 


96 


130 


43 


69 


37 




199*** 


634 


218 


42 


93 


94 


120 


43 


49 


32 


-22 


-. 248*** 


917 


27? 


41 


64 


91 


133 


39 


81 


38 


-13 


1330O 


680 


293 


46 


98 


96 


137 


44 


97 


36 


-20 


-. 221 ••• 


639 


276 


40 


79 


91 


129 


39 


71 


34 


-17 


199*** 


687 


392 


48 


111 


61 


187 


46 


94 


41 


-20 


207*** 


814 



liuo* or hoovy vlovoro within ooch control group Cog. MU»/fiMlit) who givo 
•och coloon or row tfo not otftf to 100X. 
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Toilo 32 



au 

Halt 
FlMll 

18-34 
39-94 

99 and olhr 

gdueat for 
No Col logo 

Col'Sgl 



Whlta 
Non-whlt« 



Undtr •25*000 
Ovor *29»000 



ftaroly or Novor 

Occasionally 

Dolly 

Hardly Evor 
Oitco In o Uhilo 
Fro%uontly 

gffj idtnci fUnaiin»« 
Itaroly 
Fro%uontly 



WuAbor ond Porcont of Rotpondonto Who 
Tdnd to Chooto Sclonco Ovor Roligion 



471 
410 



409 
274 
193 



910 
371 



760 
112 



409 
442 



*21 
187 
973 



194 

347 

w1l 



339 
426 



Low 

Hlfh 

♦p<. 09 **p<. 01 



306 
#••■<. 001 



X 
99 



62 
49 



97 
40 



48 
68 



97 
42 



48 

69 



46 

97 
96 



40 
96 
67 



90 
68 



69 
39 



Li.ht 




8 




Ji 


CXHoavy- 
XLlcht) 




N 


X 


N 


X 


N 


X 




«18 


99 


427 


99 


2*>6 


91 


- 8 


.096* 


134 
34 


69 
92 


198 


99 
91 


108 
128 


62 
49 


- 3 

- 7 


.046 
.094 


79 
87 
92 


66 
66 
46 


193 
141 
90 


63 
97 
40 


137 
46 
92 


69 
49 
34 


♦ 3 
-21 
-12 


096 
. 292«* 
. 192* 


97 
121 


48 
74 


234 

192 


48 

68 


179 
97 


49 
62 


♦ 1 
-12 


-. 019 
. 162* 


199 

17 


62 
41 


384 

37 


98 

36 


176 
98 


92 
49 


-10 
♦ 8 


122** 

-. 166 


76 
13? 


49 

71 


194 
214 


49 
64 


139 

07 


48 

61 


- 1 
-10 


.017 
144* 


26 
40 


48 
98 

62 


92 
86 
290 


42 
94 

98 


43 
61 
132 


92 
61 
48 


♦ 4 

♦ 3 
-14 


073 
-. 096 
. 1B2**» 


99 
90 
68 


46 
64 
71 


82 
198 
188 


38 
99 
68 


93 
99 
P9 


39 
93 
62 


- 7 
-11 

- 9 


. 094 
. 124 

. 119 


68 

119 


94 
69 


168 

203 


90 
68 


103 
104 


48 

67 


- 6 

- 2 


. 064 
. 029 


119 

71 


77 
40 


217 
192 


69 

39 


128 
84 


62 
38 


-19 
- 2 


. 204** 

. 033 


hoavy 
uam or 


vioworo within 
row io not add 


•ach control 
to 100% 


group 







Total M 
1609 



769 
840 



624 
481 



1060 
942 



1329 
263 



678 



261 
329 
1019 



478 

617 
909 



673 
629 



674 
794 



ERLC 



6d 



Tailt 33 



Nuaoor antf Porcont of Posponiontt Who 
Rospontf That Alcohol It Najor Hoalth Prooloa 



Total 



N X 



cr 

(XHoavo- 



Total N 



Pvrall 


1312 


80 


304 


62 


623 


78 


369 


82 




0 


-.014 


1639 


fiu 


























Nolo 


993 


76 


161 


77 


293 


79 


138 


78 


♦ 


1 


. 009 


776 


FlMll 


719 


84 


143 


67 


330 


82 


247 


89 


- 


2 


. 019 


899 




























IB- 34 


906 


60 


97 


81 


244 


78 


167 


82 


♦ 


1 


033 


636 


35-94 


407 


83 


109 


82 


208 


83 


91 


89 


♦ 


3 


069 


490 


99 and oldor 


366 


78 


96 


61 


169 


73 


126 


81 




0 


019 


498 


Education 


























No Collofo 


673 


61 


177 


66 


392 


78 


304 


82 


- 


4 


. 042 


1081 


8oa« Col logo 


439 


79 


127 


76 


227 


79 


60 


84 


♦ 


6 


120 


990 


Rax a 


























Whlto 


1071 


79 


267 


81 


927 


77 


277 


80 


_ 


1 


. 031 


1396 


Non-whlto 


332 


88 


36 


86 


91 


87 


109 


86 




0 


039 


269 


Undor $99*000 


7ir 


64 


137 


66 


342 


84 


239 


83 


_ 


3 


. 079 


893 


Ovor 939*000 


924 


77 


192 


77 


290 


74 


122 


62 


♦ 


9 


093 


683 




























Raroly Novor 


206 


79 


43 


76 


96 


76 


69 


63 


♦ 


9 


089 


269 


Occa. tonally 


266 




37 








OA 


77 




6 


. 139 


334 


Dolly 


836 


61 


202 


62 


400 


79 


336 


84 


♦ 


2 


-. 048 


1036 


Watch Sclonco TV 


























Hardly Evor 


399 


82 


109 


89 


170 


79 


119 


84 




1 


. 009 


483 


Onco In a Whllo 


906 


80 


117 


81 


231 


77 


198 


83 


♦ 


2 


097 


633 


Fro^uontly 


409 


79 


79 


76 


222 


79 


108 


78 




0 


. 009 


919 


Road Sclonco Haoailnoo 


























Raroly 


946 


61 


ice 


89 


267 


79 


171 


80 




9 


. 079 


678 


Fro^uontly 


912 


80 


138 


79 


243 


79 


131 


84 


♦ 


9 


086 


636 


Intaraot In Rollaion 


























Low 


926 


77 


117 


79 


242 


79 


168 


81 


♦ 


6 


099 


687 


Hlfh 


679 


63 


161 


69 


329 


61 


169 


83 




6 


. 117 


810 
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Tho nuftfcor and porcont of 


light, 


0)0 J i urn, 


or Mavy 


viowort within 


oach control 


group 


(Of. 


•aios/foaalot ) 


who glvo 


this rotpontoi tho aorconts within oach 


coluan or 


row do 


not add 


to 


100X. 
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R#MM Thtt Tbty Usually waor Stvtfctlti In A Ctr 



PYtnil 

fiUL 
Halt 
Fmli 



18-34 
39-94 

99 tntf oldtr 

Eiueatlnn 
No CoU«ft 
8oaa Collofo 

Raca 
Unit* 
Non-wMtf 

UDdtr *29*000 
Ovtr 439*000 

MmiiAm ataiini 

Roroly or Ntvtr 

Occoiionolly 

Dally 

Haiti annm 

Hortflv Evor 
Onco In o WMlt 

Fro%i*- itly 

Baag aei«nco ntiiiiati 

Raroly 
r>«%u«ntly 

Inifxaii m Raiuioj 

Low 
High 



Ttltvlfion Vlftwlna 


Total 




LI. lit 




Ftoilua 


Haavu 




N 


X 


N 


X 


N 


X 


N 


X 


33? 


40 


98 


49 


170 


41 


70 


31 


164 


40 


97 


SI 


79 


37 


32 


39 


174 


40 


41 


47 


99 


49 


38 


29 


131 


40 


29 


46 


73 


44 


29 


30 


102 


41 


34 


48 


94 


42 


14 


28 


102 


40 


33 


92 


42 


37 


27 


39 


196 


34 


49 


40 


94 


34 


97 


30 


142 


99 


93 


61 


76 


96 


13 


36 


287 


42 


89 


19 


143 


42 


97 


34 


48 


34 


12 


92 


23 


38 


13 


23 


199 


33 


37 


39 


78 


36 


40 


30 


167 


4? 


96 


99 


86 


91 


26 


34 



40 

62 
237 



74 
132 
131 



131 
171 



147 
161 



31 
38 
43 



29 
44 

4«l 



36 
99 



40 
41 




-16 
-18 



-16 
-20 
-17 



-10 
-29 



-19 
-29 



- 9 
-29 



9 
19 
74 



24 
48 
24 



30 
96 



43 
47 



.207* 
.294** 



. 228* 
229* 
199 



. 128 
. 241* 



179** 



. 126 
. 277** 



407 
430 



327 
291 
294 



978 
298 



687 
142 



443 
339 



34 


20 


32 


11 


27 


- 7 


102 


130 


42 


36 


49 


tl 


22 


'2! 


. 308* 


162 


94 


114 


«2 


48 


36 


-18 


. 219** 


949 


34 


33 


27 


18 


26 


- a 


. 121 


299 


63 


99 


41 


29 


30 


-33 


. 387*** 


301 


48 


79 


93 


28 


37 


-It 


. 169 


274 


44 


69 


38 


31 


28 


-16 


. 219* 


364 


61 


82 


99 


32 


46 


-19 


. 180 


312 


49 


64 


37 


40 


37 


-12 


. 139 


372 


49 


88 


49 


26 


26 


-23 


. 296*** 


393 



09 •••<. 01 •••p<. 001 

lM."r««nw? JhI C r^c«*i *^ ^ *°r *I """" " tm T* <•• mint-mint -ho gtv. 

ton roiponiot tht ••rconti within *ach column or row tfo not otftf to 100X 



ERIC 



71 




Tallo 39 



Nimbar mi Porcant of Rtspontftnti Who 
Dlsagraa That Bcitnca Nafcas Ufi Chang. Too Fatt 









Talavlsion uiauinii 








CD 
<XHaavy- 
XUghU 








Total 


Ufl 


Lt 


Madiuai 


Haavu 










A 


N 


X 


N 


X 


N 


X 




ffltil 


Qvtrall 


691 


93 


222 


61 


430 


99 


200 


44 


-17 


-. 214*aa 


1606 


fill 
























Halt 

PlMll 


424 
428 


99 
91 


136 
86 


68 
93 


221 
206 


97 
93 


66 
133 


38 
47 


-30 
- 6 


-. 342*aa 

-. 066 


769 
B40 


At* 
























IB- 34 
39*94 

99 and oldtr 


399 
272 
219 


97 
96 
46 


76 
60 

63 


69 
61 
97 


164 
143 
100 


■a 

3t 

97 
46 


99 
49 

96 


48 
46 

37 


-17 
-19 
-20 


-. 214«a 
- 179a 
-. 234 


626 
487 
461 


Education 
























No Coll«|« 
So** Colltgt 


489 
364 


46 

67 


100 
122 


90 
74 


193 


47 
67 


190 
90 


41 

93 


- 9 
-21 


- 118a 
-. 299aaa 


1096 
944 


Bfl£t. 
























Mhita 
Non-whita 

IflCQIM 


792 
B9 


97 
34 


206 
12 


69 

30 


42 


97 

'»V 


162 


48 

30 


-17 
0 


-. 20O*aa 
-. 090 


1330 
262 


UnJar #29*000 
Ovar *29*0QO 


379 
426 


49 

63 


. 77 
134 


91 
68 


220 


46 
69 


114 

71 


40 
90 


-11 
-18 


-. 139a 
-. 214«* 


831 
680 


UtMiUAir *aaa ina, 
























Raraly or Ntvtr 
Occasional ly 
Daily 


128 
a 79 
^49 


90 
93 
94 


29 
40 
194 


99 
98 
64 


■a 
3fJ 

97 
279 


48 
60 
99 


41 
39 
120 


92 
38 
43 


- 3 
-20 
-21 


-. 014 
-. 263*a 
-. 246*** 


294 

331 
1020 


^tortf ™ 
























Onca in a Whila 
k T raa,uantly 


209 
333 
313 


44 
94 
61 


66 

72 


94 

60 
74 


94 

166 
168 


49 

T>7 
60 


49 
81 
74 


33 
44 
94 


-21 
-16 
-20 


-. 2Mttt 
- 204*a 
-. 226aa 


469 

623 
912 


Btad Beianea rWaazlna^ 
























Raraly 
Fragrantly 


390 
367 


92 
62 


76 
116 


60 
69 


181 
196 


94 

i4 


93 
79 


49 
49 


-19 

-20 


-. 189a* 
-. 293*aa 


668 
629 


Intaratt in R^Ufllon 
























Low 
High 


366 
376 


97 
47 


106 
86 


71 
90 


193 
193 


60 
49 


89 
96 


43 
42 


-28 
- 8 


-. 390**a 
-. 099 


673 
794 
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Nuoitr tnd Ptrctnt of fttttonitntt Who 
Dltttrtt Th«t 8c It net Ctuttt Hort Probltot Thtn Solution! 



Halt 

FtMll 

Ail 

18-34 
39-94 

99 tnrj olttr 

Education 
No Coll tit 
8om Col logo 

Whlto 
Non-whltt 



Unitr 929*000 
Ovtr 039,000 

ttlMHAail WoofUnt 
ftortly or Novor 
Of ton 
Dolly 

Motcfc Brittle TV 
Horilo, Cvor 
□net In o WNllt 
Frt%utnt ly 

E^oJ 8el«nct MimiIhm 
Portly 
Frtojjtntly 

Intwt In ■■llilutt 
Lam 
Hlfh 



Talavlalon VltMlna 


IQtOl 




Li«nt 




Hodlua 


Hoovu 




N 


X 


N 


X 


N 


X 


N 


X 


1198 


74 


284 


79 


972 


79 


303 


68 


mm. m 


79 


163 


80 


287 


79 


114 


67 


994 


73 


121 


76 


289 


79 


189 


68 




7f 

/T 


an 


84 


246 


81 


14t 


72 


370 


78 


108 


83 


189 


79 


73 
86 


71 


900 


62 


79 


67 


131 


61 


58 




68 


138 


70 


333 


70 


226 


64 


460 


89 


146 


89 


237 


84 


77 


83 


1 /VII 


77 


264 


83 


907 


77 


232 


71 




9B 


18 


49 


60 


63 


69 


99 


949 


67 


110 


72 


263 


68 


172 


62 


■■a 

3911 


83 


169 


84 


279 


84 


114 


79 


198 


6' 


31 


62 


81 


68 


46 


99 




79 


94 


79 




TO 


66 


67 


798 


76 


199 


82 


368 


79 


191 


70 


280 


61 


83 


68 


130 


63 


67 


91 


470 


77 


113 


80 


222 


78 


139 


76 


408 


81 


87 


91 


220 


81 


101 


74 


483 


74 


94 


76 


241 


79 


148 


72 


914 


82 


191 


88 


290 


82 


113 


79 


903 


79 


129 


84 


247 


78 


127 


64 


991 


72 


127 


73 


272 


72 


192 


69 



CD 
(XHt«vu- 

XUflhU 

-li 



-13 
- 8 



-12 
-12 

- 9 



- 6 

- 6 



-12 
♦14 



-10 
- 9 



- 3 
-12 
-12 



-17 
- 4 
-17 



- 4 

-13 



-20 
- 4 



*•< 09 



**t< 01 



***p<. 001 



- 173*** 



. 201** 
. 145* 



. 221** 
. 207* 
. 112 



100 
172 



. 204*«« 
.093 



. 147* 
097 



. 063 
.209 
190** 



. 233** 
. 069 
. 319*** 



.097 
.291** 



. 339*** 
061 



Total N 
1973 



796 
817 



614 
474 
474 



1029 
940 



1307 
292 



816 

672 



247 
322 
1004 



499 

607 
909 



692 
626 



770 



Tho nu.ttr .no ptrctnt of light, •oOluo, or httvy vi IMra «ithln toch control grout Co ntl.t/f — » 1.. i 
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Nu«bor ond Ptrctnt of Rttponftntt Who 
Agrot Th»t Tho Btntfltt of Scitnct Outwolgh Tho Harm 



PYtrill 

Bit 
Halo 
Fiuli 

6i£ 

18-34 
39-94 

99 ond oldor 

Education 
No Col logo 
Boat Col logo 

Ritt 
Whlto 
Non-whlto 



Undor f 29, 000 
Ovor 029,000 



Ulni 



Rorolg or Novor 
Occoolonolly 
Dolly 

fc^tch flci.nr* TV 
Hordly Evor 
One- in o Whllt 
Froo/iontly 

Wood nnmncm Wiminn 
Roroly 
Froojjontly 

Intoroit In RfJJAiflD 
Low 
High 



Tol«vl«lon Vlawino 


. TBtil 




Li.ht 






.HltYU 




MM 

w 


X 


M 


X 


N 


X 


N 


X 


937 


62 


230 


66 


449 


61 


262 


60 


463 


63 


129 


63 


238 


69 


100 


99 


474 


60 


104 


70 


207 


97 


163 


60 


336 


93 


64 


96 


199 


92 


103 


94 


301 


69 


90 


70 


192 


66 


99 


96 


303 


66 


73 


71 


131 


67 


100 


68 


607 


61 


119 


69 


277 


60 


211 


61 


•MB 


62 


111 


68 


167 


61 


91 


99 


BOl 


64 


204 


66 


399 


63 


198 


62 


130 


92 


23 


62 


49 


48 


62 


93 


406 


62 


98 


68 


218 


60 


168 


62 


62 


124 


66 


206 


63 


76 


93 


1 37 


98 


32 


68 


61 


99 


44 


96 


• 88 


99 


UT 


in 
OU 


93 


60 


96 


96 


612 


63 


199 


68 


291 


62 


162 


61 


266 


60 


77 


70 


120 


61 


69 


92 


374 


63 


91 


69 


169 


62 


113 


64 


298 


61 


61 


69 


196 


60 


80 


60 


4O0 


64 


82 


69 


202 


66 


116 


98 


373 


61 


HO 


66 


169 


96 


97 


69 


396 


61 


99 


69 


177 


99 


119 


60 


471 


63 


111 


68 


234 


64 


126 


99 



CO 
<XHoovy- 



- 4 
-10 



- 2 
-12 

- 3 



- 4 

-13 



- 6 
-13 



-12 

- 2 

- 7 



-18 

- 1 

- 9 



-11 
- 1 



•pC 09 



•♦pC Ol 



•»#p<. 001 



fr!8M 



. 083 



. 096 
089 



. 022 
162 
. 031 



044 
160* 



060 
033 



.044 
. 196* 



. 116 
. 032 
084 



. 222*0 
.003 
049 



. 196* 

.020 



. 099 
117 



Tctol N 
1922 



738 
784 



610 
460 
443 



930 



1262 
249 



782 
699 



237 
317 
968 



439 
992 
490 



628 
611 



649 
744 



Tho ttufttor on* pore on t of light, oodiut., or hoovy vloworo within ooch control group <og mIoo/'omIoo) -ho -iv. 
thU rotpontoi tho porcontt .1th in ooch coluon or row do not odd to lOOX ••loo/foaoloo) who glvo 
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Tab It 38 



Nuootr tnd Porcont of Rtttondtntt who 
Rtttond That Nudur Powor Plants Art A Oood Thing 



PYfToll 
fifj. 

ruit 

FtMlf 



18-34 
33-54 

39 tnd oltfir 

No Col logo 
Bowt Colltgt 

Whltt 
Non-whito 



Unttr 023, OOO 
Ovtr $39*000 



Rortly or %*vtr 
Occotlon^l In 
Dolly 

Watch S C l.n C « TV 
Hardly Evor 
Onco in o Uhilt 
Frt^utntly 

ntii Bdtntf naaaiAaai 

Rortly 
Frt^utntly 

Inttrtit in wii.ioi) 
Low 
High 



T»l*vl*ion WlMlna 


TQtil 




Litht 




Modi ua 


HH 


iyj 


N 


% 






N 


X 


N 


X 


408 


26 


1C8 


30 


211 


28 


89 


20 


299 


34 


82 


40 


l«JO 




41 


24 


149 


19 


27 




79 




47 


17 


139 


22 


32 


27 


/ K 




39 


18 


130 


28 


37 


29 


72 


31 


2U 


19 


140 


30 


39 


36 


66 


31 


34 


£4 


261 


26 


99 


28 


1 "IT 


na 
■7 


69 


19 


149 


27 


93 


32 


72 


26 


20 


21 


397 


27 


92 


29 


194 


30 


71 


22 


48 


19 


19 


37 




i / 


16 


14 


183 


23 


42 


28 


92 


24 


90 


18 


199 


30 


64 


33 




•I -j 
«f i 


33 


23 


72 


29 


23 


43 


33 


27 


17 


22 


66 


20 


19 


23 


34 


22 


17 


17 


270 


27 


71 


29 


149 


30 


99 


20 


112 


29 


39 


32 


47 


24 


26 


kO 


149 


24 


44 


32 


73 


26 


32 


17 


147 


29 


26 


27 


91 


33 


31 


23 


164 


26 


29 


29 


93 


29 


41 


20 


170 


27 


92 


30 


89 


28 


33 


22 


180 


27 


49 


29 


8 


29 


46 


23 


1P8 


24 


94 


32 


9V 


26 


38 


17 
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CO 
(XHoovy- 

-10 



-16 
- 1 



- 9 
-10 
-12 



- 9 
-11 



- 7 
-23 



-10 
-10 



-21 

- 6 

- 9 



-12 
-19 
- 4 



- 6 
-19 



137ttt 



. 199ttt 

022 



118* 
137* 
148* 



113** 
180** 



109** 
189* 



079 
149** 



. 263** 
091 
. 114** 



144* 

199** 

128* 



. 090 
. 098 



097 
174*** 



Total N 
1968 



766 
802 



622 
469 
466 



1024 
940 



1309 
290 



812 

667 



291 
329 
992 



491 
609 
909 



642 
624 



663 
768 



this rotiontoi too ttrctntt within 9aC h colutm or row do not odd to 100%. 
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o 

ERIC 



Totlo 39 



NtMtl 



Roooond That Tht Oovorimont Soonio Tho Right Awount Or Too Littlo On 8p«co Eiplor*tion 









Talavloion VI aw In a 








CD 








Total 




Llflltt 




Hod i ui 








f YUa«uii_ 
1 AnlflV|~ 

XUo.hU 








N 


X 


N 


X 


N 


X 


N 


X 






Pvtroll 


998 


62 


293 


70 


909 


69 


237 


92 


-IB 


-. 239«oo 


1997 


Oil 
n«io 

Fooolo 


939 
499 


70 
99 


199 

97 


79 
62 


281 
227 


73 
96 


103 
134 


99 
48 


-16 
-14 


-. 220** 
-. 192000 


767 
830 


18-34 
39-94 

99 and oldor 


410 
319 
267 


69 
69 
96 


87 
98 
69 


74 
79 
98 


212 
168 
127 


69 
68 
96 


112 
49 
79 


99 
46 
91 


-19 
-29 
- 7 


-. 260*** 
-. 392*** 
-. 094 


628 
481 


Education 
No Collofo 
8om Coll Of 0 


996 
399 


96 
74 


114 
139 


98 
84 


300 
206 


61 

73 


182 
99 


90 
60 


- 8 
-24 


-. i31o 
-. 330*** 


1094 
939 


gm 

Motto 
Non-whlto 


119 


66 
44 


229 
22 


71 


446 
96 


67 
94 


199 
37 


99 
32 


-12 
-24 


-. 166OO0 
-. .193*00 


1327 
298 


lncooi 

U.idor 029.000 
Ovor 029, 000 


499 
496 


99 

73 


87 
199 


97 
81 


240 
241 


61 
71 


132 
96 


47 

66 


-10 
-19 


- 169** 
-. 239** 


828 

679 


NtmiAiir Raodlna 
Rorolg or Novor 
Occasional ly 
DoilU 


138 
203 
697 


99 
62 
64 


30 
46 

177 


98 
69 

72 


72 
101 
339 


60 
64 

67 


39 
96 
149 


49 
99 
93 


-13 
-14 
-19 


-. 177 
-. 182 
-. 263**o 


292 
324 
1020 


HitCh fici.niro TV 
Hordlg Cvor 
Onco in o ttkilo 


216 
409 

3^9 


46 
69 

74 


69 
107 
78 


92 
76 
82 


103 
198 
207 


90 
67 
79 


48 

99 
89 


39 
94 
66 


-17 
-22 
-16 


-. 219** 
-. 300*00 
-. 242** 


469 
619 
906 


Rood Scionco Maaailnoo 
Rorolo 
Fro^uontlo 


370 
496 


96 
79 


74 
149 


60 
83 


200 
243 


60 
80 


96 
109 


46 

71 


-14 
-12 


-. 204** 
-. 218*0 


664 
633 


UltiMIt in Roll. ion 
Low 
High 


462 
434 


68 

99 


120 
102 


78 
99 


231 
227 


73 
99 


liO 
109 


94 
48 


-24 
-11 


- 390*** 
-. 142* 


679 
786 
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TM nuaoor ond oorcont of light, aodiua* or Mow vlowor* within aach control group (of. ooloo/f oowloo ) who fivo 
tolo roooonooi tht oorconto within aoch coluom or row do not odd to 100X. 



ERLC 



Tablt 40 



fill 
Halt 

FtNll 



Nuabtr ml Porcant of Rttpondantt Who 
ftoply That Thoy Havo Contact** A Public Official About Scltnct 



Total 



N 

167 



99 

72 



X 
10 

12 



T«l«vl«lnn MUMlM 



Liiht. 



N 
94 



36 
18 



X 
14 



17 
11 



N 

83 



49 
38 



X 
10 



12 

9 



Haavu 



N 

30 



13 
17 



8 

6 



CD 
(XHoavy- 



- 0 



9 
9 



- 261 



272*-* 
211* 



Total N 
1640 



780 
860 



18-34 
39-94 

99 antf olior 

Education 
No Colltgt 
Som Colltgt 

Roco 
Whltt 
Non-whlto 



Untfor 929*000 
Ovtr 023,000 



Him 



Rartly or Na vor 
Occasionally 
Daily 

Match flcl«nei TV 
Hart 1 y Evor 
On ct in a Hhllo 
Frotjuontly 

■jaj aelanco Haaailnai 
ftaroly 
Frofjuont ly 

Inta root In ilaion 
Low 
High 



64 


10 


13 


11 


38 


12 


13 


6 


- 9 


-. 


99 


12 


26 


20 


P9 


10 


8 


8 


-12 




49 


9 


19 


13 


21 


9 


9 


6 


- 7 


-. 


73 


7 


19 


7 


43 


8 


19 


4 


- 3 




94 


17 


39 


23 


40 


14 


19 


16 


- 7 


-. 


146 


1 1 


91 


16 


70 


10 


24 


7 


- 9 




18 
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Figure 1: Relationship Between TV Viewing and Having a High Score on an 
Index Indicating That Respondents Have a Positive Image or Soience 
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Figure 2: Relationship Bel. en TV Viewing and Having a High Score on an 
Index Indicating That Respondents Have a Positive Iaage of Scientists 
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Figure 3: Relationship Bttween TV Viewing and Havirj a High Soore on an 
Index Indicating That Respondents Hrve a Poaitire bags of Teohnology 
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Figure 4: Relationship Between TV Viewing and Having a High Seore on an 
Index Indicating That Respondent a Think Soi*moe Should Be Restrained 
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Figure 5: Relationabip Between TV Viewing and Having a High Soore 
on an Index Indicating Respondents' Interest in Soienee 
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Figure 6: Relationship Betweto TV Viewing and Having a High Soore on an 
Index Indicating That Respondents Ar« Veil Informed About Soience 
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Figure 11: Relationship Between TV Viewing and 
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Figure 12: Relationship Between TV Viewing and 
Responding That Soienoe Jobs Rate Better Than Host 
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Figure 13: Relationship Between TV Viewing and 
Agreeing That Astrology la Not Solentifio 
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Figure 14: Relationship Between TV Viewing and 
Respondents Replying That They Do Not Read Horoscopes 
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Figure 15: Relationship Between TV Viewing and 
Having A Low Soore On A Science- Religion Index 
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Figure 16: Relationship Between TV Viewing and 
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0 1QQ Responding That Alcohol Is Major Health Probl 
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Figure 17: Relationship Between TV Viewing and 
Respondents Replying That They Usually Wear Seat bolt a In A Car 
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Figure 18: Relationahip Between TV Viewing and 
Disagreeing That Science Makes Life Change Too Fast 
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Figure 19: Relationship Between TV Viewing and 
Agreeing That The Benefits Of Science Outweigh The Harm 
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Figure 20: Relationship Between TV Viewing and 
Disagreeing That Science Causes More Problems Than Solutions 
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Figure 21: Relationship Between TV Viewing and 
1{8 Responding TMt Nualear Power Plants Are A Good Thing US 
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Figure 22: Relationship Between TV Viewing and Responding That The 
Government Spends The Right Aaount or Too LitUe on Space Exploration 
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Figure 23: Relationship Between TV Viewing and Respondents 
Replying That They Have Contacted A Public Official About Solence 
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Appendix III 



Methodology 



Message System Analysis 

Message system analysis is designed to investigate the aggregate 
and collective premises defining life in representative samples of 
mass-produced symbolic material. This analysis rests upon the reliable 
determination of unambiguously perceived elements of communications. 
The data analyzed in this project do not reflect what particular 
individuals may see but what large communities absorbed over long 
periods of time. 

The recording instrument 

The recording instrument examines nunerous aspects of the 
programming and its characters. It isolates time, place and setting of 
programs, as well as themes and aspects of life (science, nature, 
violence) included in the plots of these programs. Items recorded for 
characters include demographic variables (occupation, age, sex, race, 
marital status), as well as a number of descriptive variables 
("good-bad", success, committing violence, victimization, marital 
status, physical and mental illness, and other health- related 
information) . 

The instrument was designed using an analytic framework that 
isolates the overall portrayal of topics, such as science and 
technology, in regard to four basic notions called attention, emphasis, 
tendency, and structure (Gerbner, 1969). Attention is measured by 
determining the kinds of topics, scientific and other, that are present 
and hew often they appear. Qnphaaia examines these content elements in 
terms of their importance or relevance to the plot of the program. 
Tendency measures whether a particular topic or character is presented 
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in a positive, neutral, or negative way. Finally, the last construct 
combines the three others in a coherent structure, appear together in 
the entire message system. 

The sample includes all prime-time dramatic programs in the 
Cultural Indicators videotape archives broadcast between 1973, the year 
a detailed occupational coding scheme was added to the recording 
instrument, and 1983 - 

The time parameters of the sample were: Monday through Saturday 
evenings from 8:00 to 11:00 p.m. EST and Sunday evenings from 7:00 to 
11 p.m. EST. Ea^ih program broadcast during these time parameters was 
videotaped, logged and placed in the archive. Twelve week-long samples 
were videotaped and subjected to the recording instrument over this ten 
year period. Nine of the samples (each year but 1980) were annual 
weeks of fall programming. For the 1980 sample we had to use a week of 
programming broadcast in the spring of 1981 due to a strike by the 
Screen Actors Guild that delayed the normal start of this season. Two 
additional week-long samples of programming, broadcast in the spring of 
1975 and 1976, were analyzed as part of our methodological work on 
sampling. 

The size of the yearly sample — one week of programming — has 
been subjected to a mother of methodological studies. We find that the 
week-long sample is adequate and that in regard to dramatic 
programming, the solid-week sample is at least as generallzable to a 
year* s programming for basic dimensions — network, program format, 
program type, and tone — as larger randomly drawn samples (Eleey, 
1969). 
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Moreover, analyses of variance conducted on violence-related 
content data collected over seven consecutive weeks of fall 1976 
prime-time dramatic programming revealed no significant differences by 
week for dependent measures sue* as the nunber of violent actions, the 
duration of violence, and the significance of violence. There were, 
however, significant main-effects for program-related variables 
including network, type of program, time of broadcast, new or continued 
program, and so on; Juit there were no significant interactions by 
sample week (Signorielli, Gross & Morgan, 1982). 

While a larger sample may increase precision, our work has shown 
that, given our operational definitions and multidimensional measures 
that are sensitive to a variety of significant aspects of television 
content, the one-week sample yields ranarkably stable results with 
high-coat efficiency. 

unita of MaiMia 

Two basic units of analysis were examined in this 
study: individual fictional stories (programs) and characters. The 
fictional story unit was a play produced for television (including 
situation oomedies), a feature film or a made-for-television movie 
broadoast during the sample period, or a cartoon. The character unit 
of analysis examined major characters (those who portrayed roles 
essential to the plot) and minor characters (all other speaking roles). 
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Coding and training 

In message system analysis coders are trained to do a specialized 
kind of observation, Ihey must reliably make the discriminations 
required by the recording instrument and record them in a specific 
form. Coders must focus anlx upon what is presented explicitly in the 
material they are coding and jififc how it might be judged by a critical 
viewer. Coders are instructed to use only specific evidence in the 
program for each coding decision they make; they cannot fall back upon 
or use their prior knowledge of specific programs or characters. Their 
task is to generate the data for the subsequent analysis that will 
permit Interpretation of the common message elements and structures 
that are available to the public of diverse viewers. 

For the full analysis of the sample of programs a coding staff of 
12 to 16 people was recruited and hired each year to work for a maximun 
of 20 to 25 hours each week. The training period required about four 
weeks of instruction and testing. Training began with an introductory 
session devoted to item-by-item discussions of the recording 
instrument. The trainee group was then split into randomly assigned 
coding teams of two each, and all coder- pairs began a training task 
that involved the viewing and coding of ten specifically selected 
dramatic programs that had been previously viewed and coded by the 
supervisory staff. Each coder-pair, in both training and in the actual 
data collection phase of the atudty, worked independently of all other 
pairs, and returned a joint coding for each program. Coder-pairs then 
met with members of the supervisory staff to disouss the difficulties 
encountered in the training exercise and to compare their coding of the 
programs with that of the supervisory staff. Coders continued to code 
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training programs and consulted with the staff until all problems were 
resolved. 

During both the training and data-collection phases of the study, 
the coder-pairs worked independently of all other pairs and were able 
to monitor the assigned videotape of the program as often as necessary. 
All programs in the annual samples were independently coded by two 
coder-pairs for the reliability analysis. 

Asaeament of reliability 

The purpose of reliability measures in content analysis is to 
ascertain the degree to which the data are consistent — that is, 
coders have applied the recording instrument in the same way. 
Inconsistencies in the data may result either from bias on the part of 
the coder or amgibuity in the coding instrument. Theoretically, both 
types of contamination can be corrected by refining the instrument, by 
intensifying coder training, or, as a last resort, by eliminating the 
unsalvageable variable or dismissing the incorrigible coders. Measures 
of reliability thus serve both as diagnostic tools in the confirmation 
of the recording instrument and as arbiters of the replicability of the 
procedure, ensuring confidence in the final data. 

In this project reliability measures served both of these 
functions. During the preliminary period of instrument revision and 
coder training, they yere used to identify problem areas in the 
recording process; after all the data had been collected, the final 
measures computed on the body of double-coded data determined the 
acceptability of varibles for the analysis and provided guidelines for 
their interpretation. 
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Simple measures of the percent of agreement between coders are 
inadequate indicators of reliability, alnce they fail to account for 
the amount of agreement expected by chance. Agreement due merely to 
chance gives no indication that the coders are actually using the 
recording instrument in the same way and can truly isolate a specific 
aspect of a phenomenon when it occurs. Reliability measures in the 
form of agreement coefficients, however, indicate the degree to which 
agreement among independent observers is greater than that which would 
be expected merely by chance. We use a family of agreement 
coefficients developed by Krippendorff (1970, 1980) that take the 
chance factor into account. 

Five computational formulas are available for calculating the 
agreement coefficient. The variations are distinguished by a 
difference function, the form of which depends upon whether the 
variable is considered to constitute a nominal, ordinal, interval, 
polar, or ratio scale. Except for their respective scale-appropriate 
sensitivity to deviations from perfect agreement, the coefficients make 
the same basic assumptions as the prototype for nominal scales devised 
by Soott (1955). Thus, in the case of the binary variable, all 
formulas yield identioal results. 

The coefficient of agreement takes the general form: 

1 - ohaawrad dlitgPi«iinfc 
expected disagreement 

Values for coefficients range from +1 .00 when agreement is perfect to 

•00 when agreement is purely accidental (or perfectly random) to 

negative values when agreement is less than that expected due to 

chance. A coefficient of .50 indicates that performance is 50 percent 

above the level expected by chance. Because chanoe is taken into 
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consideration, these coefficients generally give more conservative 
measures of reliability than simple percent-agreement measures. Items 
whose agreement coefficients were greater than .75 were accepted 
unconditionally; items with agreement coefficients between .50 and .75 
were acoepted conditionally. Data from content, items with 
conditionally acceptable agreement coefficients should be interpreted 
and used cautiously. Only content items meeting these standards for 
reliability were inoluded in the message system analysis. A table of 
the reliability coeffients of oontent items may be found at the end of 
this Appendix (III). 

Survey Methndnl oyy 

A national telephone survey of adults (18 and older) in households 
throughout the U. S. was conducted by the Public Opinion Laboratory at 
Northern Illinois University in the spring of 1983. The survey 
instrument was developed by our research team, consulting with Jon 
Miller of the Public Opinion Laboratory. Questions in the interview 
schedule included seme that had been asked in previous surveys. Maay 
were related to findings from the message system analysis of science 
programs and the yearly content analyses of prime-time programs 
conducted as part of the Cultural Indicators project. Overall, the 
questions focused upon attitudes and orientations towards science and 
technology, as well as characteristics of scientists. A copy of the 
instrument is in Appendix IV. 

The sands 

A multi-stage cluster design was used to generate the sample for 
this survey. The Public Opinion Laboratory's sampling procedures are 

131 



designed so that each adult in the U.S. with a telephone has a equal 
chance of being selected as a resondent. Only one respondent from eftch 
household, randomly selected, was interviewed. 

Out of a total of 1,847 attempted interviews, 1,631 were actually 
completed, giving a completion rate of 88 percent. Three "call backs" 
were made to each household before replacement. In order to insure 
that the actual mix of respondents ia the final data base reflected the 
proportions of the U.S. population, a weighting factor was calculated 
along five dimensions: (1) non-response (to correot for differential 
response rates across the primary sampling units), (2) nunber of adults 
in the household, (3) sex, (4) age, and (5) race. All analyses use 
weighted data, the total nunber of respondents is 1,644. 

Measures of tel eviaion viewing 

The average daily television viewing of each respondent was 
measured by the following question; 

"Altogether, on a average day that you 
do watch television, about how many hours 
would you say you watch?" 

Responses ranged from 0 to 18 hou:.*s per day; only one respondent failed 
to answer this question. 

Television viewing was divi'led into three groups ~ light, mediun, 
and heavy viewers. Light viewers (24 percent of the sample) viewed one 
and a half hours or less each d*y. Medium viewers (49 percent of the 
sample) watched from two to three and three-quarter hours each day. 
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Heavy viewers (27 percent of the sample) watched four or more hours 
each day. 

Overall, the absolute levels of viewing are somewhat lower than we 
have found in other surveys. This is probably due to the faot that the 
survey went into the field in the late spring when respondents start to 
spend somewhat less time watching television. Our basic ooncern with 
measuring television viewing is not, however, the absolute amount of 
television seen by each respondent. Rather, we are concerned with the 
relative differences between those who watch more television (heavy 
viewers) and those who watch less (light viewers). 

The survey instrument also inoluded four other questions related 

to television viewing that were used to validate the responses from the 

question discussed above. These questions were: 

"How often do you watoh television — almost 
every day, a few days a week, or hardly ever? 19 

"On an 'average day 9 , how many hours do you 
spend watching television in the morning — 
that is, between the time you get up and the 
time you each lunch? 99 

Hew many hours do you watch in the after- noon — 
say between lunch and dinnertime? 19 

and how many hours do you usually watch in 
the evening — between dinner and the time 
you go to bed?" 

A number of control variables were used in the analyses to check 
for spurious relationships and to illuminate any subgroup 
specifications. TWo basic groups and oontrol variables were 
used: demographic variables and media-related variables. They will be 
noted, along with the scales and indioes used, in the section on 
Cultivation Analysis and in the Tables of Appendix I. 
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Table of Reliability Coefficients 
For the Message System Analysis 



Average Reliability Coefficients 
1973-1983 



Content Item 



Snale 



Coefficient 



Plaoe Nominal 

Date Nominal 

Setting Nominal 

Character Tfcema 

Oooupation Nominal 

Sex Nominal 

Social Age Ordinal 

Chronological Age Ratio 

Marital Status Nominal 

Raoe Nominal 

Ethnicity Nominal 

Nationality Nominal 

Character Type Ordinal 

Success Ordinal 

Violenoe Committed Nominal 

Victimization Nominal 

PftrwnmiHtv Trait Sflllflfl 

Cold-Warm Interval 

Unfair-Fair Interval 

Unsociable-Sociable Interval 

Repulsive- Attractive Interval 

Weak-Strong Interval 

Powerless- Powerful Interval 

Short-Tall Interval 

Stupid-Smart Interval 

Irrational-Rational Interval 

Unstable-Stable Interval 

Ineffioient-Effioient Interval 

Feminine- Masculine Interval 

loung-Old Interval 

Unhappy-Happy Interval 

Poor- Rich Interval 

Dirty-Clean Interval 

Violent-Peaoeful Interval 

Unsupportive-Supportive Interval 



.740 
.737 
.636 



.810 
.955 
.814 
.878 
.721 
.917 
.868 
.775 
.665 
.678 
.731 
.689 



.533 
.609 
.513 
.571 
.398 
.444 
.599 
.i»57 
.438 
.453 
.478 
.770 
.553 
.533 
.601 
.306 
.540 
.501 
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CULTURAL INDICATORS PROJECT 
THE ANNENBERG SCHOOL OF COMMUNICATIONS 

Survey Instrument for 

THE ROLE OF TELEVISION ENTERTAINMENT IN 
PUBLIC EDUCATION ABOUT SCIENCE 

<Questionnaire Draft of April 26, 1 983> 



Introduction? 



Hello, my name ia and I am calling long-distance free the 

National Publlo Attitude Survey. We are conducting a national survey 
of people's opinions about current issues in the news and your 
telephone number has been selected. Have you ever been interviewed for 
a national opinion survey before? 



If van: As you may know, we are a university-based group and we have 
no products to sell. We are interested in your opinions on a number of 
current topics and we will treat your answers with strict confidence. 

If PQ» Well, let me take a moment to say that we are a university- 
based group and we have no products to sell. We are intereated in your 
opiniona on a number of current topics and we will treat you answers 
with strict confidence. 



Now, to assure a representative cross-section of people, I will need to 
talk to just one person who livea at this number and I need your help 
in selecting that person. How many adults 18 yews of age or older 
regularly live in your home? 

Can you tell me the age of each person in your household from oldest to 
youngest? 

Now, according to our selection procedure, I need to speak with the 
year old. What is that person 4 a first name? May I speak to 



Repeat Introductory cflMCka ir n *» Ptnwn I ff int«rvii««H 
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1 . Let me start by asking how interested you are in current events. 
Would you say that you are very interested (1), moderately 
interested (2), or not at all interested (3) in current events? 

2. There are a lot of issues in the world today and it is hard to 
keep up with every area. I am going to read you a short list of 
issues and for each one — as I read it — I would like for you to 
tell me if you are very interested, moderately interested, or not 
at all int' isted in that particular issue. 

a. International and foreign poller issues. Are you very 

interested (1), moderately iu.erested (2), or not at all 
interested (3)? 

b. Economic issues and business conditions. Are you very 

interested (1), moderately interested (2), or not at all 
interested (3)? 

0. Issues about crime and violence. Are you very interested (1), 

moderately interested (2), or not at all interested (3)? 

u. Isv- i about new scientific discoveries. Are you very 

seated (1), moderately interested (2), or not at all 
interested (3)? 

e. Issues about the use of new inventions and technologies. Are 
you very interested (1), moderately interested (2), or not at 
all interested (3)? 

f. Issues about religion. Are you very interested (1), 

moderately interested (2), or not at all interested (3)? 

g. Women's rights issues. Are you very interested (1), 

moderately interested (2), or not at all interested (3)? 

h. Issues about energy poliqy. Are you very interested (1), 

moderately interested (2), or not at all interested (3)? 

1. Issues about spaoe exploration. Are you very interested (1), 

moderately interested (2), or not at all interested (3)? 



3. New, Pd like to go through this list with you again and for each 
Issue Pd like for you to tell me if you are very well informed 
about that issue, moderately well informed, or poorly informed. 

a. International and foreign poliqy issues. Would yoif say that 
you are very well informed (1), moderately well informed (2) 
or poorly informed (3)? 

b. Economio issues and business conditions. Would you say that 

you are well informed (1), moderately well informed (2), or 
poorly informed (3)? 
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c. Issues about crime and violence. Would you say tbat you are 

very well informed (1), moderately well informed (2), or 
poorly informed (3)? 

d. Issues about new scientific discoveries. Would you say that 

you are very well informed (1), moderately well informed (2), 
or poorly informed (3)? 

e. Issues about the use of new inventions and technologies. 

Would you say that you are very well informed (1), moderately 
well informed (2), or poorly informed (3)? 

f . Issues about religion. Would you say that you are very well 

informed (1), moderately well informed (2), or poorly 
informed (3)? 

g. Women's rights isjuea. Would you say that you are very well 

informed (1), moderately well informed (2), or poorly 
informed v 3)? 

h. Issues about energy policy. Would you say that you are very 

well informed (1), moderately well informed (2), or poorly 
informed (3)? 

i. Issues about space exploration. Would you say that you are 

very well informed (1), moderately well informed (2), or 
poorly informed (3)? 



4. New to another subject. These days, more and more things that 
people used to do are done by machines. Do you thi r k that's a 
good thing or a bad thing? 

5. I'm going to name some raw inventions and developments. For each 
one, please tell me whether you think it is generally a good 
thing, a bad thing, or & little bit of both: 

a. Hew about computers? 

b. Industrial robots? 

c. Artificial hearts? 

d. Electronic bank tellers? 

e. Nuolear power plants? 

f . How about video games? 

6. Now I am going to read you some statements about science. After I 
read eaclr one, please tell me whether you tend to agree or 
disagree with it. If you fed. especially strongly about a 
statement, please say that you strongly agree or strongly disagree 
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with the statement. Okay? 

a. One trouble with science is that it makes our way of life 

change too fast. 

b. One of the bad effects of science is that it breaks down 

people* s ideas of right and wrong. 

c. Science is making our lives healthier, easier, and more 

comfortable. 

d. Science is likely to cause more problems than to find 

solutions. 

e. The growth of science means that a few people could control 

our lives. 

f. We depend too much on science and not enough on faith. 

g. The benefits of scienoe outweigh whatever harm it does. 



7. Do you think that the thing* that happen in this world are mostly 
controlled by God f or do you think the world runs pretty muoh by 
itself? 

8. New, about the future. Do you believe that within the naxt 20 
years we will seer 

a. A cure for cancer? 

b. A cure for mental retardation? 

c. Cars that can fly? 

d. A way to travel faster than the speed of light? 

e. Wars in space? 

f . Humans communicating with alien beings? 

g. People working in space stations? 

b. A safe method for disposing of nuclear wastes? 



9. We are faced with many problems In this country. I f m g6ing to 

name some of these problems, and for each one I'd like you to tell 
me if you think the government is spending too much money, too 
little money, or about the right amount of money: 

a. Pollution. Are we spending too muoh, too little, or about the 
right amount to reduoe and control pollution? 
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b. New weapons? 

c. Conserving energy? 

d. Social programs? 

e. Exploring space? 

10. Do you consider the amount of federal income tax which you h*,e to 
pay as too high, about right, or too low? 

11. In terms of some specific kinds of research, do you think that 
scientists should or should not be allowed to conduct: 

a. Studies that could enable people to live to be a hundred or 

more? 

b. Studies that could allow scientists to create new forms of 

plant and animal life? 

c. Studies that could discover intelligent beings in outer spaoe? 

d. Studies that could allow parents to select tae sex of their 

child? 



12. In your opinion, does the government have any oontrol over what 
scientists do? <yes/no> 

a. Should the government have any control over what scientists 
do? <yes/no> 



13. Now I'm going to read you some statements about computers. After 
I read each one, please tell me whether you tend to agree or 
disagree with it. If you feel especially strongly about a 
statement, please say that you strongly agree or strongly disagree 
with the statement. Okay? 

a. Someday computers may be running our lives. 

b. Many computers can "think" as well as people think. 

c. On balance, computers will oreate more jobs than they will 

eliminate. 

d. Computers oan only do what people tell them to do. 

e. Almost anyone oan learn to use a computer. 

14. If you had a son, how would you feel if he wanted to be a 
scientist — would you feel very happy, very unhappy, or would you 
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not care one way or the other? 

15. Hew about if you had a daughter and she wanted to be a scientist 
— would you feel very happy, very unhappy, or would you not care 
one way or the other? 

16. New I'd like to read you some statements about scientists. Please 
tell me if you tend to agree or disagree with each one: 

a. A scientist usually works alone. 

b. Scientific work is dangerous. 

c. Scientists don't get as much fun out of life as other people 

do. 

d. Scientists usually don't get married. 

e. Scientists who SXA married don't spend too much time with 

their families. 

f . Scientists are apt to be odd and peculiar people. 

g. Many scientists in this country are foreigners. 

h. Scientists are not likely to be very religious people. 

i. Scientists have few other interests but their work. 

j. Most scientists are mainly interested in knowledge for its own 
sake; they don't care much about its practical value. 

17. Overall, hew would you rate the Job of a scientist? Would you say 
it is better than most other Jobs, about the same as most other 
Jobs, or worst than most other Jobs? 



18, 



21 



23. 



Hew old do you think most scientists are — are they mostly in 
their 30s, their 40s, their 50s, or their 60s? 



19. In your opinion, is a doctor a scientist? 
20 



What proportion of scientists would you say are women? Would you 
say that 1 out of 10, or 1 out of 100 scientists are women? 

New, for a different matter. When you hear the term "scientific 
atuty," do you have a clear understanding of what it means, a 
general sense of what it means, or little understanding of what it 
means? 

22. In your own words, oould you tell me what it means to study 
something scientifically? 



In your own words, what would you say a social scientist does? 
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24. If we were visited by beings from another planet, would these 
visitors: 

a. Look like humans? 

b. Would they be friendly, or unfriendly? 

25. Now, I am going to name some institutions in this country. As far 
as the PEOPLE RUNNING these institutions are concerned, would you 
say you have a great deal of confidence, only some confidence, or 
hardly any confidence at all in them? 

a. the medical community 

b. the government 

c. organized religion 

d. thb scientific community 

e. your local church 

f. major companies 

g. the press 

h. television 

<intervleyer should repeat categories as necessary > 

26. Do you think the United States is ahead of, behind, or about equal 
with other industrial la ed countries in terms of technology? 

27. How about in our science education ~ are we ahead of, behind, or 
about equal with other countries? 

28. People have different opinions about how science courses in public 
schools should teaoh theories of creation. Some people believe 
that jaalX. the biblical version of oreation should be taught, and 
some people believe that July, the theory of evolution should be 
taught, while others believe that the biblical version of oreation 
should be given equal weight with the theory of evolution. Which 
do you believe — should soienoe courses in public schools teach 
£QLx the biblical version of oreation, only the theory of 
evolution, or should both be given equal weight? 

29. There ar'. many opinions about how dangerous or safe various things 
are to people's health. For eaoh of the following, please tell me 
whether you think it is very dangerous, somewhat dangerous, or 
pretty safe. 

a. How about caffiene — do you think caffeine is very dangerous, 
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somewhat dangerous, or pretty safe? 



b. 


How about Vitamins? 


c. 


Choi esteroi? 


d. 


Smoking? 


e. 


Alcohol? 


f. 


Birth oontrol pills? 


6- 


Pesticides? 


h. 


Toxic waste? 


i. 


Asbestos? 



<if questioned, interviewer should say "in the quantities that 
most people normally use" or "would be exposed to"> 

30. How often do you buckle your seatbelt when riding in a car 

Almost aJ ays, once in awhile, or hardly ever? 

31. If you were buying a car, which of the following would be 
important to you: 

a. A car that goes fast? 

b. A car that's easy to park? 

c. A car that's big and comfortable? 

d. A car that doesn't use much gas? 

32. New, just a few questions about you — for statistical purposes. 
During the last 4 years, have you: 

a. Voted in any election? <yes/no> 

b. Worked for a political party or candidate? 

c. Given money to a candidate or party? 

d. Worn a campaign button or displayed a campaign poster? 

33. In the past 4 years, have you oontacted an elected official about 
something to do with science? 

34. Hew often do you read horosoopes or your personal astrology 
reports? 
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35. Would you say that astrology is very scientific, sort of 
scientific, or not scientific at all? 

36. In the last twelve months, have you visited: 

a. A science or technology museum? 

b. A natural history museum? 

c. An aquarium or zoo? 

d. An art museum? 

e. A science fair? 

37. Are there any magazines that you read regularly? 
<if yes> 

a. What are they? 

<if no "science magazines 19 named > 



b. Do you ever read any seienoe magazines — such as 



-» or (from predetermined list) ? 



<if yes> 

c. Which science magazines do you read? 

d. Any others? 

<if any "science magazines 19 named > 

e. You mentioned that you read . Are there Any other 

science magazines that you read? What are they? 

f. In general, how often do you read science magazines — would 

you say regularly, or just once in a while? 

38. Do you ever read science fiction books or magazines? <yes/no> 

a. Hew often would you say you read science fiction — regularly, 
or just once in a while? 



39. How often do you read a newspaper — every day, a few timen a 
week, onoe a week, less than once a week, or never? 

40. How often do you watch television — almost every day, a few days 
a week, or hardly ever? 
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41. Altogether, on an average day that you jia watch television, about 
hew many hours would you say you watch? 

a. On this "average day, " how many hours do you spend watching 

t elevision in the morning — that is, between the time you 
<t up and the time you eat lunch? 

b. Hew many hours do you watch in the afternoon — say, between 

lunch and dinnertime? 

c. And hew many hours do you usually watch in the evening — 

between dinner and the time you go to bed? 

<Interviwer should code actual nun be r of hours and minutes given; 
code "two to three hours* or "two or three hours, " etc, as 
2.5 hours. Also, interviewer should note whether (and how) 
respondent revises original viewing estimate in response to 
day part items. > 



42. New I am going to name a few kinds of television programs. After 
each one, please tell me whether you watch that kind of program 
frequently, once in a while, or hardly ever. 

a. How about daytime serials? Do you watch daytime serials 

frequently, once in a while, or hardly ever? 

b. How about public television — do you watch programs on PBS 

frequently, once in awhile, or hardly ever? 

c. How about religious programs? 

d. Network evening news? 

e. And how often do you watch science programs, like "Nova", 

"National Geographic*, or ? 



43. Do you have Cable TV? 
<if yes> 

a. Do you pay for additional oable stations besides those 
regularly offered through your primary cable service? 

44. in your heme, do you have: 

a. A video tape player or disc machine? 

b. Video games? 

c A heme oomputer? 
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<if yes> 

d. What kind of home computer would that be? 

45. What is your religious preference — is it Protestant, Citholic, 
J wish, some other religion, or no religion? * 

a. Would you call yourself a strong or not a very 

strong ? 

46. Are you currently: married, widowed, divorced, separated, or have 
you never been married? 

47. Did you ever get a high school diploma or a GED? 
<if yes> 

a. What is your highest decree? 
<for highest degree> 

b. In what field was that dogree? 

48. <If Respondent attended college> While you were in college, did 
you take any courses in chemistry, physics, or biology? <yea/no> 

<if yes> 

a. How many? 



49. Did you take any courses in the social sciences (like pa&ehology. 
sociology)? 

<if yes> 

a. How many? 



50. Did you take any courses in computers? 
<if yes> 
a. How nany? 



51. Last week, were you working full-time, working part-time, going to 
sohool, or what? 

52. What kind of work do you (did you) normally do? 
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a. What ia (was) your job called? 

b. What do (did) you do In that job? What are some of your main 

duties? 

c. Does (did) the organization or firm for which you work (last 

worked) conduct or sponsor any scientific or technological 
research? 

d. Do you use computers or word-processing equipment in your 

work? 

e. Have you ever considered working in a science-related career? 

53. <if married> Does your spouse work? <if yes> 

a. Does the organization or firm for which he/she works conduct 
or sponsor any scientific or technological research? 

54. Would your total yearly household income be under or over $25,000? 
<if UNDER $25,000> 

a. Would it be under $15,000? 

<YES « under $15,000; NO « $l5 9 000-$24 y 999> 

<if OVER $25,000> 

b. Would it be over $35,000? 

<YES * over $35,000; NO « $25,000-$35 9 000> 

55. What race do you consider yourself? 

2SS3I8SI8SSS8XIS8I8I88SSS8IIISSI88I3SSS88SS88SS 

READ: THAT'S ALL THE QUESTIONS. THANKS VERY 
MUCH FOR YOUR TIME ! 

I8&I8Ixiiiiiiiisix3ss:sszi8iisiiis3siiis:;ss::= 
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